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EUROPEAN UNION ON RESOURCING INDI CATORS, RECEIVED ON 30 JUNE 2011

EU submission oimdicators for monitoring the implementation of the strategy for resource
mobilization based on its mission and eight goals (COPX/3, 87)

29 June 2011

In Decision COPX/3,COP invited Parties, other Goveranis and levels of governments, relevant
international organizations, and crgibciety organizations, in response to the indicators contained in
paragraph 7 of the decision, and other information pertinent to the indicators, to submit information not
later than 30 June 2011 for the Executive Secretary to compile and present a synthesis of this information.

In CBD Notification 2011061 the Executive Secretary (SCBD) indicates that this information should be
provided by 31 July 2011. This information wiliable the SCBD to give methodological guidance on the
use of the 15 indicators.

General remarks

A

A

In COP 10 Decision X/3, the COP requested the Executive Secretary to compile information from all
sources including but not limited to the Biodiversity InglicaPartnership to give methodological
guidance to the fifteen resource mobilisation indicators including collaborating with OECD/DAC and
informed by the work of the AHTEG on indicators for the Strategic Plan of the Convention for the
period 20112020. TheEU and its Member States are committed to their engagement made &t the 10
meeting of the Conference of the Parties in October 2010. We are convinced of the need to better
guantify the resource flows, to identify gaps and to explore options for an iethrawd more
efficient use of available resources in order to effectively meet the objectives of the CBD. To do so it
is essential to develop a common methodology to apply the indicators for the Strategy for Resource
Mobilization and we therefore considdrat this exercise is critical to provide a solid basis for the
adoption of resource mobilisation targets.

Given the complexity of the matter, establishing robust baselines and an effective reporting
framework will depend on thorough preparations and wetlagrefore concerned that while in the
Decision X/3, 8(b) the deadline for the submission is set for 30 June 2011, the Notificatied62011

is setting a new deadline for 31 July 2011. In order not to jeopardize preparations, this extension of
the deadlie should not delay the already extremely tight process ahead of COP11.

The development of the methodology for the application of indicators and its implementation by
Parties is of utmost importance in the context of the Resource Mobilisation Strategyalbs e
allowing the establishment of robust baselines and an effective, meaningful and reliable reporting
framework. It will be therefore important to receive guidance as soon as possible. In particular
clarification is needed regarding questions e&lab the overlaps, as well as the meaning and use of
certain indicators.

We furthermore look forward to any advice to be provided by the AHTEG on the further
development of the indicators for measuring progress in the achievements of the 2020 tdéingets of
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 20942020 and in particular target 20, bas@uer alia, on the
indicators agreed through Decision X/3. Also the discussions chkI&EG on indicators for some

of the other targets, e.g. related to harmful subsidmdd provide very valuable information for our
discussions. It will be important to connect both discussions in order to maximize the mutual benefit
and avoid overlap or contradictions under these separate discussions on COP10 decisions.

As a general priciple, the EU and its Member States promote using already available and/or
generated information by other institutions and processes in order to keep the burden of reporting for
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the Parties at a minimum, and to encourage multilateral institutions to ienfivew reporting on this
issue.

The EU and its Member States believe that it is important to learn from other processes. Considerable
work is currently carried out on the monitoring and tracking of climate finance and in particular its
use. The challengein tracking climate funding from different sources are similar to the challenges
the CBD is facing in monitoring biodiversity financing. It needs to be ensured that monitoring
approaches of different processes are harmonised in order to ensure cgnsistenginimise the
reporting burden for Parties.

In that regard, the EU and its Member States also noted that there might be several overlaps between
the indicators which could limit their cesffective application in a timely manner. Therefore, to
avoid multiplication of work, we would encourage using existing systems whenever possible for
generating data for reporting on the indicators.

A Decision X/3 requests the SCBD to provide guidelines for the establishment of a baseline year 88
(e)). In order to idelify robust baselines at COP 11, it will be necessary to prepare for this during the
Working Group on the Review of Implementation (WGRI4). The EU and its Member States were
pleased to see that in notifications 2@/l and 2011070, information on the iplementation of the
Strategy for Resource Mobilisation and in particular for the development of targets is requested to
support our deliberations at WGRI4.

In this regard we also believe thatelectronic consultation in general on the guidance/methggaad
specificallyon the determination of baselines before WGRI4 could further contribute to our deliberations
at WGRI4 and at COP11.

Decision X/3, §7: the 15 indicators

The EU and its Member States have reviewed the 15 indicators and would likevitteghe following
comments on certain indicators for the development of the guidance by the SCBD:

- Indicator 1 - Aggregated financial flows, in the amount and where relevant percentage, of
biodiversity-related funding, per annum, for achieving the Convehi onds t hree obj ec!
manner that avoids double counting, both in total and in, inter alia, the following categories:

(a) Official Development Assistance (ODA);

(b) Domestic budgets at all levels;

(© Private sector;

(d) Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia;
(e) International financial institutions;

)] United Nations organizations, funds and programmes;
(9) Non-ODA public funding;

(h) South-South cooperation initiatives;

0] Technical cooperation

Several of thesubitems under the first indicator could provide overlapping results. The guidance
from the SCBD should therefore foresee a methodology to avoid this. A matrix approach could be
developed, which would display the contribution of each indicator to inf@mamn biodiversity
financing, and areas of duplicatidn. view of the apparent overlap of the indicators the EU and its
Member States suggest to consider a further consolidation of the current set of indRegarding
indicator 1(a): the Rio markees designed by the OECD/DAC are used by most donor countries to
monitor Official Development Assistance (ODA) but they cannot provide adequate quantitative
information, regarding ODA. These markers do not allow reliable quantification of funding that
beneits biodiversity as a co benefit of other purposes. The system in place therefore does not provide
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enough information regarding the amount of funding. The possibilities and challenges of using
OECD/DAC statistics as an indicator have been well describedhéyBiodiversity Indicator
Partnershih The OECD/DAC system uses accounting methods used by the private sector, and it has
therefore the potential to incorporate private sector commitments, in addition to ODA. A discussion
on refining the Rio markersnd make them more directly useful in this context, should be suggested
to the OECD, as requested in Decision X/3 88 (d) and 812. The EU and its Member States believe
that this could be taken up by members of the OECD directly as well as through a chpszaton
between the CBD Secretariat and the OECD/DA@. therefore feel that it would be beneficial for

this process if the SCBD could start discussions with the OECD/DAC in order to explore possible
ways for generating more adequate quantitative data.

The EU and its Member States would like to highlight that considerable expert work on the indicator
"Official Development Assistance provided in support of the Convention" has already been carried
out in the framework of the CBD over the past years. Thenadelogical guidance should be
developed on the basis of the existing experience and-ap@&a@tion with the Biodiversity Indicator
Partnership and the OECD.

Given the urgency of collecting quantitative information before COP11, it will be crucialaiveec
information from recipient countries on amounts of ODA and other public funding for biodiversity
and how it was spend. As explained above the OECD/DAC system does not allow such reporting.
Furthermore this will bein line with the commitment made irhg Paris Declaration on Aid
Effectiveness to strengthen public financial management capacity and report on budget execution.

Regarding indicator 1(c) on the private sector we would welcome if the CBD methodological
guidance on the use of the 15 indicatoosild contain general guidelines on the involvement of
private sector and promotion of pubjicivate collaboration.

It is important to also pay enough attention to the indirect financial flows, in particular from key
sectors for biodiversity. Howeverueent indicators for sectoral funds are very seldom sensitive
enough for biodiversity and at best cover Obéenvi
biodiversity spending in key sectors (e.g. agriculture, forestry, tourism, fisheriearatesas this is

crucial information to further develop a sustainable funding basis for biodiversity. The importance of
the issue is receiving more and more attention but collecting the information has proven very
difficult. To counter this, some effortare ongoing within the EU (e/g. the Classification of
Environmental Protection Activities and Expenditure 2000, CEPA 2000) improvement of tracking
tools for biodiversity related spending in sectoral fufdsit they will need to be taken up on a wider

scde to look for and encourage indirect benefits for biodiversity from financial flows that have a
broader scope. The lack of standardised approaches for defining biodiversity expenditures leads to
significant challenges in tracking overall biodiversity fumgdand needs to be addressed.

- Indicator 2 - Number of countries that have:
(a) Assessed values of biodiversity, in accordance with the Convention;
(b) Identified and reported funding needs, gaps and priorities;
(c) Developed national financial plans fomiodiversity;
(d) Been provided with the necessary funding and capacity building to undertake the
above activities

http://www.bipindicators.net/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=v%2fCkif81g30%3d&tabid=116

CEPA 2000: European method for classifying biodiversity spending. This is a generic classification for
environmental protection. It is used to classify activities, products, real spending and other operations at the
European level.

2
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Regarding indiator 2 subitems (a), (b), (c) and (ddhe EU and its Member States would suggest to
the SCBD to develop a questionnaire tbge with guidelines that would help Parties in their
reporting.

It will be important to identify exactly what is measured here and how the information will be used to
monitor the effect of the specified measures with regard to resource mobilisation.

- Indicator 3 - Amount of domestic financial support, per annum, in respect of those domestic
activities which are intended to achieve the objectives of this Convention

It is necessary to clarify the difference between indicator 3 and 1 (b).

Regarding indicatoron domestic budget/financial support, the SCDB could take on board
methodological inputs from the CEPA 2000, where relevant.

- Indicator 4 - Amount of funding provided through the Global Environment Facility and
allocated to biodiversity focal area

While monitoring the amount of funding provided through the GEF and allocated to biodiversity
focal area is needed, funding allocated to other focal areas of GEF, such as the international waters
focal area, can also contribute to biodiversity. Therefore, we estigthat guidelines and
methodologies are provided in order to monitor also this funding allocated through other focal areas
of the GEF.This is a similar approach as what is described under Indicator 1 regarding the need to
look at indirect benefits foribdiversity of financial flows with a broader scope.

- Indicator 5 -L e v el of CBD and Partiesd6 support to ot he
replication and scalingup of relevant successful financial mechanisms and instruments

The EU and its MembeBtates see a couple of methodological challenges in relation to this indicator
and believes it to be very important that the guidance provided by the SCBD provides an indication

of how to interpret "level of support”, "other financial institutions", "regiion and scalingp" and
"successful financial mechanisms and instruments", in order to develop a common understanding.

- Indicator 6 - Number of international financing institutions, United Nations organizations,
funds and programmes, and the developmentgencies that report to the Development
Assistance Committee of Organisation for Economic Goperation and Development
(OECD/DAC), with biodiversity and associated ecosystem services as a crogfting policy

The EU and its Member States are of the vieat the SCBD should analyse and utilize available
information from relevant organizations (OECD, Global Indicator Partnership, UNDP, World Bank).

The annual questionnaire on Financing for Development that provides the basis for the report on
"Enhancing EUAccountability on Financing for Development: towards the EU Official Development
Assistance Peer ReviewAnnual Report 2011" EU Member States and the European Commission
where asked whethdriological diversity and its associated ecosystem services weedered a
crosscutting or sectoral policy issue in developmenboperation. (Their answers can be found here:
http://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/how/accountabilipglenuataccountability
reports/country_answers_en.htm)

- Indicator 8 and 9

- Number of South-South cooperation initiatives conducted by developing country Parties and
those that may be supported by other Parties and relevant partners, as a complement to
necessary NorthSouth cooperation
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Amount and number of SouthSouth and North-South technical coperation and capacity
building initiatives that support biodiversity

What is the added value of indicators 8 & 9 compared to indicators 1(h) and 1(i)? We would suggest
that given the fact that this is about aggregated financial flows, the sub itemsnt (h)(i: do not

need separate action. When applying the indicators, it might be better to combine all 4 to avoid
repetition of data and work.

Indicator 11 and 12

Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing couiets
to contribute to achieving the Conventionbs obje

Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing countries
towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2012020

The view of the EU ands Member States is that these identical indicators and thus should not be
dealt with separately.

Indicator 13 - Resources mobilized from the removal, reform or phaseut of incentives,
including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity, which could be usedor the promotion of positive
incentives, including but not limited to innovative financial mechanisms, that are consistent and
in harmony with the Convention and other international obligations, taking into account
national social and economic conditions

We would like to stress particularly the need to ensure the connection with the outcomes of the
AHTEG on indicators, in particular for Target 3 of the Strategic Plan-2020.

In 2008 the European Commission commissioned a study on the identificaticassegtment of
environmental harmful subsidrests findings are relevant for the development of guidance related to
indicator 13.

Indicator 14 - Number of initiatives, and respective amounts, supplementary to the financial
mechanism established under Aiitle 21, that engage Parties and relevant organizations in new
and innovative financial mechanisms, which consider intrinsic values and all other values of
biodiversity, in accordance with the objectives of the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol on
Accessto Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of
Their Utilization

The SCBD should be able to aggregate relevant information for this indicator from the submissions
on innovative financial mechanisms.

3
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FINLAND AND UN ITED KINGDOM, RECEIV ED ON 3 AUGUST 2011

Notification of a Scoping Study Underway to Review the Feasibility of the Adopted Indicators for
Implementation of the Strategy on Resource Mobilization of the Convention on Biological Diversity

In the CBD Notificdion dated the 18March 2011, the Executive Secretary invited Parties, other
Governments, relevant international organizations, and civil society organizations to submit views and
comments on the 15 indicators identified in paragraph 7 of decision X338 byly 2011. This is a
combined letter from the Finnish Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Finnish Ministry of the Environment and
the UK Department of Environmental and Rural Affairs (Defra), to announce that financial support has
been provided for a scopistudy review to be undertaken on the 15 adopted indicators.

The study is being conducted by UNEBFCMC and will review the feasibility of the adopted indicators
by assessing the availability of data at different scales, the existing capacity for indipatting, and

the lessons learnt from similar processes. A copy of the Terms of Reference for the study has been
provided along with this letter. The CBD Secretariat has already been notified of the work and various
staff members form part of a speciahslvisory group for the study.

A first draft report of the scoping study will be available at the beginning of September 2011 and will be
directly shared with the Executive Secretary so that it may feed into consultations regarding the adopted
indicatas. We hope that this useful report will significantly assist the Executive Secretary in providing
methodological guidance on the indicators, as stated in paragraph 8(d).
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JAPAN, RECEIVED ON 23 AUGUST 2011

Submission of views concerning
Strategy for resource mobilization from JAPAN

Introduction

With reference to the Notification SCBD/ITS/RS/fb/75381, pursuant to paragraph 8 (b) of Decision X/3,
the Government of Japan submits its views on Strategy for resource mobilization. Japan wishes that the
following views would contribute to the creation of methodological guideline on indicators and
subsequent discussions.

(1) Aggregated financial flows, in the amount and where relevant percentage, of biodiversity
related funding, per annum, for achieving the @nvention's three objectives, in a manner that
avoids double counting, both in total and in, inter alia, following categories:

(a) Official Development Assistance (ODA);

Rio marker

With regards to the DAC Countries, OECDAC pr ovi des demaarik eerdd doant- aBiod d ifivk
related assistance. Japan considers this data as an efficient method to grasp the financial flow of
biodiversityrelated ODA.

ODA from norrDAC countries

The ODA contribution from naiDAC countries has increased its importancber&fore, the amount of
ODA from norDAC countries should be taken into consideration, in discussing financial flow of ODA in
biodiversity. The calculation method of Rio marker could be applied to this purpose with necessary
changes.

Mainstreaming bioloigal diversity

In order to expand financial flows on biodiversity, it is advisable to mainstream biodiversity in ODA
policies of the Party. Therefore, it is desirable that method and specific examples of mainstreaming
biodiversity in ODA policies are prested in the guideline.

The Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA) has been providing support to enhance public
knowledge and to raise awareness of biodiversity conservation through environmental education and

ot her methods widari rag vhieavd it we Migniati w&d.t r eAt t he COP
Level Forum on Biodiversity in Devel opment Cooper
mainstream biodiversity in process of development assistance.

(b) Domestic budgets at all levels;

tisexpected that Adomestic budgetso on biodiversit)
including national, prefectural and municipal levels. However, further efforts are required to aggregate

the amount of budget at all levels, since the level ngicteration on biodiversity is different at each level

of local government. Also, as methods of aggregation of domestic budgets could vary with countries, it

should be noted that the simple aggregation of submitted data from each Party is not negesiadrily

Therefore, in order to set the robust baseline, further researches and discussions would be needed.

It is also important to establish and enhance collaboration mechanisms for each municipality in the field
of biodiversity. Such initiatives arengoing in Japan and have been proven effective in grasping
financial flows which are increasing steadily in the field of biodiversity.
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I n November 20009, the ALocal Government Conferenc
Prefecture, with thearticipation of 103 local governments in Japan. As a result of the series of these
initiatives, municipalities have identified common areas of concerns and intensified the exchange of
information in these areas, which contributed to the mainstreamisigdiVersity related policies.

Japan considers, in light of the complexity in grasping the trend of financial flows on biodiversity at each
local level, utilizing existing mechanisms regarding local level initiatives such as ICLEI (International
Council for Local Environmental Initiatives) could be recommended. It is recommendable that the CBD
secretariat requests ICLEI to establish a system (or mechanism) to grasp financial flows on biodiversity in
order to gather the information on the trend of reléitezhcial flows in local levels.

(c) Private Sector;

Japan considers that categorization, summarization and information gathering related to biodiversity in
private sector is required to figure out the aggregated financial flows of private sector corsipedhe

Since methods of aggregation of private sector capitals could be vary with countries/organizations, it
should be noted that the simple aggregation of submitted data on this indicator from each Party is not
necessarily useful, but further reseasland discussions on qualitative level of each case will be needed
to set the robust baseline.

Japan considers that information on national experiences or best practices of the private sector will greatly
contribute to the implementation of the Convent In this context, it is recommended for Party to
formulate a platform for promotion of private participation at national level or to adopt an initiative

toward comprehensive private participation. The
Pi vate Sector Engagement in Biodiversityo. Under
Sector Engagement Initiative on Biodiversityo was

participation of various types of companies including smallrmediumsized ones, and information on
many such cases and experiences have been accumulated.

(d) Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia;

It is advisable that Parties create an agency or a system to collect information or data evhiGO,
promotes biodiversity conservation. Regarding NGO activities, in Japan, Environmental Restoration and
Conservation Agency of Japan (ERCA) is collecting data on NGOs activities in the environmental area.
According to its data, among relevant 4,588anizations, 2,208 (44.30% of the total) are active in the

field of environmental education, which can be regarded as contributive to biodiversity; 1,792 (39.54%)
are active in nature protection; and 1,220 (26.91%) are active in forest conservation.

As for the number of NGOs and their financial scales in each country, it is necessary to address the scope
of data collection as well as the nature of activities.

(e) International financial institutions;

With a view to aggregate financial flows of intational financial institutions, Japan recommends the

CBD Secretariat to summarize information on related institutions and funds or financial mechanisms
managed by those institutions, rather than asking Party to submit their information. It is advadahbie t
CBD secretariat pursues new contributing opportunities, formulating a guideline which leads each Party
to follow and contribute to good practices. The Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund (CEPF) and the
Forest Carbon Partnership Facility (FCPF) rhayworth mentioning for this purpose as cases that Japan
is contributing to biodiversity and related matters through the World Bank.

(f) United Nations organizations, funds and programmes;
The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data, funds aapggnmes from these organizations.
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(g) Non-ODA public funding;
't i s underGDAo opdu btlhiact fAiunnodnin ngo means Aot her offici
as ATransactions by the official secdomaotmegttheh coun
conditions for eligibility as Official Development Assistance or Official Aid, either because they are not
primarily aimed at development, or because they h

Although OOF has attracted attemtibecause its amount and ratio of financial flow from developed to
developing countries are increasing, it is often the case that this flow directly reflects industrial or
economic interests. For this reason, it is recommended that relevant precedeviewssl before a
guideline on indicator is finalized.

(h) South-South cooperation initiatives;

Given that some developing countries have enough economic potential to give aid and actually implement
bilateral ODA to other developing countries, it isicede for developing countries to grasp the financial

flows on SoutkSouth cooperation initiatives and submit related data to the CBD Secretariat. At the same
time, from our experiences, Japan considers that, when the cooperation is formed as a triangula
cooperation, close cooperation between donor and recipient countries is nhecessary.

Japan has i mplemented a project fiBornean Biodiver
(BBEC), 06 which assisted the | ocal indevelopimgament and
mechanism for systematically and sustainably conserving biodiversity and related ecosystem in Borneo.

In 2002, for BBEC project, JICA invited 18 officials engaged in the nature and biodiversity conservation,
from Indonesia, Vietnam, RAhppines, Papua New Guinea, Tanzania and Malaysia, to the State of Saba,
and conducted a training course at the Institute of Tropical and Biological Conservation. In 2010, in
cooperation with the Malaysian Foreign Ministry, JICA also conducted a thirdrgdraining course,
Aggregated Biodiversity and Ecosystem Conservation, for officials from 6 countries. This way, JICA
has been implementing the triangular cooperation with atemy vision.

It shows that the involvement of donor side contribtidsoth recipient countries and countries where
projects are conducted.

(i) Technical cooperation;
It seems that the indicators for Atechnical coope
below. It is recommended that the classificatiethod to avoid overlaps should be elaborated.

(2) Number of countries that have:

(a) Assessed values of biodiversity, in accordance with the Convention;

ifnWeal th Accounting and the Valwuation of Ecosystem
World Bank plans to develop tools required for integration of economic values of ecosystems into the

system for national economic accounting, thereby contributing to the assessment of biodiversity values in
developing countries. Government of Japan is a mepflifis partnership and plans to advance efforts

including experimental value assessment and integration into national accounting.

(b) Identified and reported funding needs, gaps and priorities;

It is desirable that the CBD Secretariat collects andigimbs information belonging to countries that
identifies and reports funding needs, gaps and priorities, since such information can be a guidance for
countries which have not reported them.

(c) Developed national financial plans for biodiversity;
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Govenment of Japan aggregates budgets for conservation of natural environments and promotion of
close contact with nature. For the FY2011, a total of eight ministries and agencies have secured a sum of
144.7 billion yen as their budgets for conservation ofliviersity, improvement of forests, watmrea

resources evaluation, etc.

(d) Been provided with the necessary funding and capacity building to undertake the above
activities;
The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.

(3) Amount of domestic finacial support, per annum, in respect of those domestic activities which

are intended to achieve the objectives of this Convention;

This indicator may overlap with others | ike @ADome
elaborate what this inditor means in a manner avoiding overlaps with other indicators.

(4) Amount of funding provided through the Global Environmental Facility and allocated to
biodiversity focal area;
The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.

(5) Level of CBD and Paties' support to other financial institutions that promote replication and
scaling-up of relevant successful financial mechanisms and instruments;
The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.

(6) Number of international financing institutions, United Nations organizations, funds and
programmes, and the development agencies that report to the Development Assistance Committee
of Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD/DAC), with biodiversity and
associated ecosystem services asrasscutting policy;

The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.

(7) Number of Parties that integrate considerations on biological diversity and its associated
ecosystem services in development plans, strategies and budgets;

This indicator shouldrasp the number of Parties which integrate consideration on biodiversity into the
national biodiversity strategy.

The National Biodiversity Strategy of Japan 2010 aims to restore ecosystem in our country over the next
100 years, in consideration of ttime required to rehabilitate natural environment.

(8) Number of SouthSouth cooperation initiatives conducted by developing country Parties and

those that may be supported by other Parties and relevant partners, as a complement to necessary
North-South cooperation;

Developing countries are assumed to show information on-south cooperation in accordance with the

1 (h) above. Other information could be submitted by developing countries or other appropriate bodies
including the CBD secretariat.

(9) Amount and number of SouthSouth and North-South technical cooperation and capacity

building initiatives that support biodiversity;

The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data on technical cooperation implemented by secretariat
itself like National Bodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs) Capdmiilding Workshops and
such data are useful to be presented. If this indicator intends to collect information on all amount and
number of SouttSouth and Nort##south technical cooperation amongties:, however, it overlaps with
other indicators like (1) (h) SoutBouth cooperation initiatives and (1) (i) technical cooperation. When
such overlaps are expected, differences between these indicators should be explained.
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(10) Number of global initiatives that heighten awareness on the need for resource mobilization for
biodiversity;
The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.

(11) Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing
countries to contribute to adieving the Convention's objectives;

This indicator may overlap with others like, at least, aggregated financial flow of ODAQR@npublic
funding (1) (g). It is recommended to redefine in the manner avoiding overlaps.

(12) Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing
countries towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2022020;

This indicator may overlap with others like, at least, aggregated financial flow of ODA (1) (apDian
public funding (1) (g). Itis recommended to redefine in the manner avoiding overlaps appropriately.

(13) Resources mobilized from the removal, reform or phaseut of incentives, including subsidies,
harmful to biodiversity, which could be used for the promoton of positive incentives, including but

not limited to innovative financial mechanisms, that are consistent and in harmony with the

Convention and other international obligations, taking into account national social and economic
conditions;

While OECD ha already developed a way to check harmful subsidies, it is advisable that more usable
and favorable method be elaborated for the indicator of resources mobilization. Japan notes that it is
important to turn harmful subsidies to appropriate ones, theatiyibuting to the expenditures for the
achievement of the Convention on Biological Diversity as well as the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, and this
requires a way to define harmful subsidies and the guidelines to make such subsidies into proper ones.

(14) Number of initiatives, and respective amounts, supplementary to the financial mechanism
established under Article 21, that engage Parties and relevant organizations in new and innovative
financial mechanisms, which consider intrinsic values and all otheralues of biodiversity, in
accordance with the objectives of the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic
Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of Their Utilization;

The CBD secretariat would be able to eotldata.

(15) Number of access and benefisharing initiatives and mechanisms, consistent with the
Convention and, when in effect, with the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the
Fair and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of heir Utilization, including awareness
raising, that enhance resource mobilization;

The CBD secretariat would be able to collect data.
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CANADA, RECEIVED ON 30 SEPTEMBER 2011

Preliminary Assessment of Canadian Public and Private Financial Contributions Blevant to the
Objectives of the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity

Environment Canada

Final Version: August 4, 2011

CONTEXT:

1 Inresponse to a decision made by the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), this
report focuse on providing a preliminary assessment of data regarding Canadian public and private
financial contributions that support the objectives of the CBD, using a diverse range of publicly
available source data and information.

1 This preliminary assessment hax ondergone a comprehensive review process within Canada and
should not be cited or used to make comparisons within or between organizations referenced in the

report.
T The CBD Secretariat wild.l use this and other Part
i) better understand the challenges associated with collecting data of this nature;
i) develop and propose methodological guidelines, definitions for Parties to follow in

collecting this data;
iii ) subsequently request Parties tesubmit their data, using agreagdon methodological

guidelines.
1 As aresult, this first initial and preliminary submission is not meant to represent a final,
comprehensive assessment of all of Canadabs fi ne

as part of a process neededriform the CBD Secretariat, Canada and all other Parties in discussing
how to develop an efficient and effective met hoc
Strategy for Resource Mobilization.

KEY POINTS:

9 This exercise found that annual Canadiaancial flows related to the objectives of the CBD range
between $5.4 billion and $11.1 billion.

9 Data sources captured in this study indicate that private businesses channel between $140.8 million
and $278.16 million annually in activities related te @BD. Additional effort is required to collect
and collate data from the private sector to be able to provide a more realistic appreciation of this
sectords efforts.

1 Canada provides an estimated $38.25 milli$233.29 million annually in Official Devefonent
Assistance to support developing countriesbd6 effc

91 Discussion and agreement on how to identify activities that support the objectives of the CBD with
greater precision would make it possible to reduce the range of estimates.
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Millions of CAN$ annual (FY 2009-2010)
Low estimate [High estimate |Average estimate
Official Development Assistance (ODA) $ 38.25( $ 233.29 | $ 135.77
Government of Canada $ 14.34 | $ 148.61 [ $ 81.48
International financial institutions and United Nations $ 2391 (% 84.68 [ $ 54.30
Domestic public budgets at all levels $ 418962 (% 9,421.86 | $ 6,805.74
Federal $ 2,442.81 | $ 2,998.51 | $ 2,720.66
Provincial $ 1,463.42($ 2,835.14 | $ 2,149.28
Local governments $ 283.39 | $ 3,588.21 | $ 1,935.80
Private sector $ 686.80 | $ 824.16 | $ 755.48
Business expenditures $ 140.80 | $ 278.16 | $ 209.48
User fees (parks fees, licenses) $ 546.00 | $ 546.00 | $ 546.00
Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia $ 508.46 | $ 614.63 | $ 561.55
Non-governmental organizations, foundations $ 446.01 | $ 446.01 | $ 446.01
Academia $ 6245 $ 168.62 | $ 115.54
TOTAL $ 5423.13|$ 11,093.94 | $ 8,258.54
BACKGR OUND:

The United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) entered into force in 1993. It has three
main objectives: the conservation of biological diversity; the sustainable use of the components of
biological diversity; and the fair and equitablearing of the benefits arising out of the utilization of
genetic resources.

At the Ninth Conference of the Parties (CQPof the CBD, Parties established a Strategy for Resource
Mobilization to assist the Parties and relevant organizations to madilempuate and predictable

financial resources to support the achievement of the Convention's three objectives. The Strategy
considers the full range of possible local, national, regional and international funding sources, both public
and private.

At the Tenth Conference of the Parties (CO® in October 2010, Parties agreed on a set of indicators to
measure progress on implementing the Strategy for Resource Mobilization (Decision X/3). The indicators
were based on t he St r altwagfytbesagnead shat additionabeffatt wasi ght go
required to establish methodologies and guidelines for collecting data on these indicators and to set
baselines. Accordingly, Parties to the Convention were requested to submit data by July 31, 2011 on the
following set of indictors that are outlined in Section A, Paragraph 7 of Decisio3édisthe
following indicators for monitoring the implementation of the strategy for resource mobilization, based on
its mission and eight goals):
(1) Aggregated finanal flows, in the amount and where relevant percentage, of biodiveesited
funding, per annum, for achieving the Conventiond
counting, both in total and in, inter alia, the following categories:

(a) Ctficial Development Assistance (ODA);

(b) Domestic budgets at all levels;

(c) Private sector;

(d) Nonrgovernmental organizations, foundations, and academia;

(e) International financial institutions;

(f) United Nations organizations, funds and prograam

(g) NonODA public funding;

(h) SouthSouth cooperation initiatives;

(i) Technical cooperation;

(2) Number of countries that have:
(a) Assessed values of biodiversity, in accordance with the Convention;
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(b) Identified and reported funding needaps and priorities;

(c) Developed national financial plans for biodiversity;

(d) Been provided with the necessary funding and caphuaitgling to undertake the above
activities;

(3) Amount of domestic financial support, per annum, in respect dé thmmestic activities which are
intended to achieve the objectives of this Convention;

(4) Amount of funding provided through the Global Environment Facility and allocated to biodiversity
focal area;

(5) Level of CBD and #&ainsttutienstbat gomptereplicationtand scaling e r i
up of relevant successful financial mechanisms and instruments;

(6) Number of international financing institutions, United Nations organizations, funds and programmes,
and the development agencieattreport to the Development Assistance Committee of Organisation for
Economic Ceoperation and Development (OECD/DAC), with biodiversity and associated ecosystem
services as a crossitting policy;

(7) Number of Parties that integrate considerationsiological diversity and its associated ecosystem
services in development plans, strategies and budgets;

(8) Number of Souttsouth cooperation initiatives conducted by developing country Parties and those
that may be supported by other Parties and rategyartners, as a complement to necessary Mothh
cooperation;

(9) Amount and number of SouBouth and Nor#South technical cooperation and capabijiding
initiatives that support biodiversity;

(10) Number of global initiatives that heightemnaaeness on the need for resource mobilization for
biodiversity;

(11) Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing countries to
contribute to achieving the Conventiondbds objectiyv

(12) Amount of financial resaaes from all sources from developed countries to developing countries
towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity -202D;

(13) Resources mobilized from the removal, reform or pbasef incentives, including subsidies,
harmfulto biodiversity, which could be used for the promotion of positive incentives, including but not
limited to innovative financial mechanisms, that are consistent and in harmony with the Convention and
other international obligations, taking into accourttamal social and economic conditions;

(14) Number of initiatives, and respective amounts, supplementary to the financial mechanism established
under Article 21, that engage Parties and relevant organizations in new and innovative financial
mechanisms, tich consider intrinsic values and all other values of biodiversity, in accordance with the
objectives of the Convention and the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and
Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of Their Utiliaat

(15) Number of access and bensfilaring initiatives and mechanisms, consistent with the Convention
and, when in effect, with the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable



UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/INK
Pagel7

Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of Theitilization, including awarenessising, that enhance
resource mobilization.

GENERAL NOTE ON METHODOLOGY

This report focuses on providing a preliminary assessment of data regarding Canadian public and private
financial resources that support the objexdiof the CBD, using a diverse range of source data and
information, in response to CBD COP Decision X/3 (1). An estimate is provided of expenditures on
biodiversity by both public and private sector sources using the categories agreed to in this.dicision
figures in this report were obtained from publicly available, previously published data sources. To ensure
reliability, official reports such as government reports, annual reports and audited financial statements
were used as a basis for collectthg information, with references provided. Data from surveys

undertaken by Statistics Canada were also extremely important for some categories. Additional
methodological details are provided under each specific indicator and category below.

Note that the &st majority of activities that contribute to the implementation of the CBD are diverse in
nature. In a best case scenario, determining implementation of the CBD should, in addition to examining
the traditional biodiversity sectors of environment, wildifed protected areas, consider actions and
expenditures in the resource sectors of agriculture, forestry and fisheries, dodrextn, as well as
development assistance projects that focus on natural resources and sustainable livelihoods. In addition,
adions by industrial sectors, municipalities, urban and rural areas that contribute to protection of lands,
aguatic areas, wildlife, and sustainable use of biological resources, etc., all make contributions to the
CBD. Expenditures on planning, environmeimgpact assessments, environmental education are

additional examples of activities and expenditures that contribute to both the conservation of biodiversity
and the sustainable use of biological resources. However, in most cases detailed expendihatioimfor

was not available at this level. As a result, many of these expenditures have not been fully counted in this
study in order to ensure that overall results are notestimated.

All figures in this document are in Canadian dollars.
1. Financialfows f or achi eving the Conventionds three ob

(a) Official Development Assistance (ODA): $38.25 million $233.29 million

Millilons of CAN$ annual (FY 2009-2010)
Low estimate [High estimate |Average estimate

Official Development Assistance (ODA) $ 38251 % 233.29 | $ 135.77
Government of Canada $ 1434 | $ 148.61 | $ 81.48
CIDA $ 10.80 | $ 103.46 | $ 57.13
Finance Canada $ 092 |$ 20.74 | $ 10.83
IDRC $ 1.45]$ 23.24 1% 12.35
Environment Canada $ 0.70 | $ 070 | $ 0.70
Parks Canada $ 047 | $ 0471 $ 0.47
International financial institutions and United Nations $ 2391 1| $% 84.68 | $ 54.30
Global Environment Facility $ 16.63 | $ 2205 $ 19.34
CGIAR $ 285 % 48.32 | $ 25.59
FAO $ 392($% 1053 | $ 7.23
UNDP $ - $ 3.01($% 1.51
UNESCO $ 051($% 0771 9% 0.64

i. Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) $10.80- $103.46 million (FY
20092010)

The Canadian Internathal Development Agency (CIDA) is the largest government department
provider of ODA in Canada, contributing $3,575.19 million, of which $2,666 million is bilateral aid.
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Financial allocations can be identified by settaith significant contributions toreas supportive of
the implementation of the CBD.

The Statistical Report on International Assistance, Fiscal Year2009 Canadian International
Development Agency, indicates a number of investments by channel and by sector in areas that
contribute diretly to the implementation of the CBD. These are:

Millions

Low-range estimate:

014015: Water Resources Protection: $6.13

041020: Biosphere Protection $3.10

041030: Biediversity $1.47

041040: Site preservation $0.10

Subtotal Lowrange estimate: $10.80
High-range estimate:

014015: Water Resources Protection: $6.13

041020: Biosphere Protection $3.10

041030: Biediversity $1.47

041040: Site preservation $0.10

031100 Agriculture, forestry and fishing $558.23 x 10% = $&82
041010 Environmental policy and admin mgt$29.05

041050 Flood prevention/control $0.84
041081 Environmental education/training $6.24
041082 Environmental Research $0.71
Subtotal Highrange estimate: $103.46

Cl DAGs <cor e c o nbalEnvioonient Batilitythas ndt been takén into account in these
figures and will be listed separately in the section on International Organizations.

i, Department of Finance Canada$0.92- $20.74 million (FY 20092010)

The Department of Finance Canada iarge contributor to ODA, including the provision of financial

resources to the World Bank Group. The International Development Association of the World Bank

(Il DA) is the largest multilateral channied, of con
providing funding supports to boost economic growth, reduce poverty, and improve the living
conditionssFi nance Canada channels Canadaé2010thentri but i
amounted to $435.8 millioh.

A portion of IDA resources, @mated at 7 percent, is directed toward its Environment and Natural
Resource Management sect®f this, approximately 3% is invested directly in biodiversity
activities, with up to 68% related to the three objectives of the EB&%ed on this and the
contribution of $435.8 million provided to IDA from the Department of Finance, at least $0.915

* Statistical Report on Internationassistance. Fiscal Year 20@®1Q Canadian International Development Agency

5 http:/ivww.worldbank.org/IDA

® Statistical Report on Internationassistarme. Fiscal Year 2062010 Canadian International Development Agerneyl5s.

" The World Bank Annual Report 2010 Table 1, page 7

8 World Bank. IDA at Work. Environment: Protecting National and Global Resources. P. 3. siteresources.worldbank.org/IDAgRBgourc
Environment.pdf
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million and up to $20.744 million could be considered as a contribution to implementation of the
CBD.

Note that data for other World Bank Group expendituresneascluded here. Most of the World

Bankds additional expenditures related to biodi\
amounting to a net flow of zero. The World Bank also provides a substantial amount of funding to
biodiversity through arious thematic trust funds. However, any contribution to these from Canada
woul d be captured in ClIDAOG6s annual reports on OL

iii . International Development Research Centre (IDRC) $1.45 million - $23.24 million (FY
20092010)

IDRC is a significant contributor to ODA, providing $205.4 million in 2€I®9, of which 85.5
percent or $175.8 million was provided from the Government of Canada. One of IDRC'S major
research area is Environment and Natural Resource Managewhéch includes five subreas. One
of the subareas is directed at climate change adaptation in Africa.

In FY 20092010 $29.051 million was allocated to the program area Environment and Natural
Resource Management, however the annual report doessaditddlocations into suéireas. As four

of the five sukareas (80%) appears to be relevant to the implementation of the Convention on
Biological Diversity, the contribution of IDRC to the objectives to the CBD could be estimated at 80
percent of $29.051 iffion = $23.240 million. Research by IDRC in its four other program areas
could also be contributing to the implementation of the Convention, but to determine this would
require reviewing over 1000 projects.

Alternatively, the Statistical Report on Imational Assistance, Fiscal Year 260@10 also provides
ODA data for other government departments, agencies and entities by sector in areas that contribute
directly to implementation of the CBD. For IDRC these are:

Millions

Low-range estimate:

041020: Biosphere Protection $0.28

041030: Biediversity $0.94

041040: Site preservation $0.23

Subtotal Lowrange estimate: $1.45
High-range estimate:

041020: Biosphere Protection $0.28

041030: Biediversity $0.94

041040: Site presvation $0.23

031100 Agriculture, forestry and fishing $6.53 x 10% = $0.65
041010 Environmental policy and admin mgt$2.19

041050 Flood prevention/control $0.07
041082 Environmental Research $0.49
Subtotal Highrange estimate: $4.85
As aresul , | DRC6s contribution to ODA that contribut

estimated at $1.45 million$23.24 million.

° IDRC Annual Report. The year in review 262010
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iv. Environment Canada (EC): $0.7 millior'® (FY 2009-2010)

EC provided $4.04 million in ODA. This amount is divided among a numbareas including

support for environmental groups in developing countries and providing wildlife, bird and fish

technical support and cooperation. Contributions also include activities not related to the objectives of

t he CBD, s uc h atestheBViOrdreal Protocok Multildienat Furml.nThese were not
counted. Additionally, only a portion of ECO6s ar
contributingtotheCBD 1 8. 9% based on UNEP&ds 2010 Progr amme
million hasbeen included as an estimated contribution from EC.

V. Parks Canada: $0.47 milliod* (FY 2009-2010)

Parks Canada provided $0.47 million in FY 2@&1®9 in ODA. The contribution was for protected

areas and heritage initiatives. Activities, such as pagkatipns management and use of science and
conservation tools are directly supportive of the implementation of the CBD, and thus, all of the $0.47
million is included in the total ODA contribution.

International Financial Institutions and United Nations Organizations, Funds and Programmes

vi. Consultative Group on International Agricultural Research (CGIAR): $2.85 million -
$48.32 million (2009Y

CGIAR contributes significantly to efforts to reduce poverty and hunger, improve human health and
nutrition, andenhance ecosystem resilience through-ojgality international agricultural research,
partnership and leadership. As its research is on sustainable agriculture, sustainable forestry and
sustainable fishery, all of their research could be consideredoasréoation to implementing the
objectives of the Convention, in particular, the sustainable use of biological resources objective.
However, in 2009 only 5.89% was programmed specifically for its biodiversity research center.

Canada was the third largesintributor to CGIAR with an annual contribution of $48.32 million.

5.89% of $48.32 million = $2.85 milio®wwh i | e t hi s amount is embedded i
Devel opment Assistance reports, it i s nlgt nor mal
this amount has not been included in the secti on

section on International Financial Institutions and United Nations Organizations.

Vii. Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO): $3.92- $10.53 million (FY 20092010)

Canadads annual cont r i-2000 was&10.53 nullicd Whale tlisa@ountn FY 2 (
is embedded in ClIDAG6s Official Devel opment Assi ¢
Abiodiversity fundingo. mMsi rmclriecdad ti,n tthh s senotuind
ODA, but included here in the section on International Financial Institutions and United Nations

Organi zations. It is also important to note that
provided by FAIT.

19 Report to Parliamerin the Government of Canada's Official Development Assist2B209

1 Report to Parliamerin the Government of Canada's Official Development Assist2Bi2209

12 CGIAR Financial Report 2009. http:/www.cgiar.org

13 statistical Report on International Assistance. Fiscal Year-2009. Canadian International Development Agency. P. 14.

é
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Much of the FAO6s activities appear to -be rel at e
2013 proposed Programme of Work details 12 key areas oftvofkvhich the following are
directly related to meeting the objectives of the CBD:

9 Sustainal# intensification of crop production

T Increased sustainable livestock production

T Sustainable management and use of fisheries and aquaculture resources

T Sustainable management of forests and trees

T Sustainable management of land, water and genetic resources
These 5 areas represent approximately 37.2% of t
$10.53 million to the FAO in FY 20682010, one could estimate that at least $3.92 million
contributed to meeting the objectives of the CBD.

viii.  Global Environment Facility (GEF): $16.63 million - $22.05 million (2010)

Canadads annual contri but i on-5@002014)e27. GferEentiofs $59 . ¢
these resources is programmed directly for the biodiversity focal area, including sustainable forest
mangement = US$16.63 million. However, there are substantial levels of funding included in the

GEF6s international waters and | and degradati on
would bring the proportion of GE® biodiversityrelated resouree up t o 37 %, of whi ch
share would be $22.05 million.
Whil e this amount i s A
normally classified a
section above on CIl DA
and United Nations Organizations.
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iX. United Nations Development Programme (UNDP): $0$3.01 million (FY 20092010)

In FY 20092010, the Government of Cateprovided a total of $176.54 million to UNBPIt is not
clear however how much of this may have contributed directly to the objectives of the CBD.

UNDP reports that its Aportfolio of biodiversit)
implementatbn, with a value of US$ 1.879 billion. The Global Environment Facility (GEF) is the
largest financier of these projects, contributing US$ 533 million in funds administered by UNDP.
Other financiers of projects include the Gernfiamded International Climatinitiative, bilateral

agencies, governments and the private sector. In addition, the GEF Small Grants Programme (SGP),
implemented by UNDP has established operations in over 120 countries. A number of other UNDP
environment programmes also contributeadods biodiversity management, including the Poverty
Environment Initiative, the UN\REDD Pr ogr a mme , UNDPO6s GEF suppo
Programme and initiatives of the'Nairobi base

It would appear, therefore, thatans t al | of U N®&dRed activitids arelfundeslr s i t y
through the GEF or through specific funding fror
GEF has already been counted above, it would not be consistent to attempt to count any resources
reported by UNDP.

¥ EAO. Medium Term Plan 20103 and Programme of Work and Budget 2A10 www.fao.org/docrep/meeting/017/K5831E.pdf

15 statistical Report on International Assistance. Fiscal Year-20@9. Canadian Intertianal Development Agency. P. 15
®UNDP (2010). UNDP&6s Work on Biodiversity Management. P. 4.
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However, of the $176.54 million noted -2000ove as (
$73.00 million was reported as a core contribution made by CIDA to UN®@T thus definitely

additional to any funding that CIDA counts asaatribution to the GEF. From 202907, UNDP

disbursed US$1.58 billion on environmental programming, of which US$181.8 million came from

regular resourcé$ Over this same time period US$1.1 billion was contributed to UNDP as regular,

core resources by doo r s . Therefor e, it could be estimated f
resources are used for environmental programming. With current focus on climate change at UNDP,

one could estimate that no more than 25% of this funding would contribute dicettiy CBD. As a

resul t, an estimated 4. 13% of Canadads contribut
FY 20092010 could be counted as biodiversigyated funding.

X. United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO): $(b1
million 7 $0.77 million (FY 200962010)

In FY 20092010 Canada provided a total of $6.13 million to UNESCO. However it is not clear how

much of this overall contribution was allocated to biodiversitated activities. UNESCO does state

that in 200US$34 million of its resources paid from assessed contributions was used to fund its
ANatur al Sci enceso0i lptweeg50% ib%- isralated to biddivessityi andh

water managementissiés Canadads assessed scia23®%.d$§a contri bu
result, approximately $1.02 million x 50% to 75% = $0.51 million to $0.77 million could be counted

as contributing to the CBD.

Xi. Multilateral Development Banks:

In FY 20092010 Canada provided substantial levels of funding (over $500 mitioseveral

multilateral development banks such as the Asian Development Bank, the Interamerican

Development Bank, the African Development Bank and the World Bank, amongst others. While

these entities provided substantial support for the objectivegs @BID, it was ultimately deemed not

possible at this point to arrive at a credible estimate for this contribution. On one hand, it was difficult

to differentiate between what these entities provided as grants and what was provided as loans.
Additionally,t was <chall enging to identify what portion
Ainatur al resourceso portfolios was directly rele

(b) Domestic budgets at all levels:

7 http://www.undp.org/publicationfstfacts/FFenvironment.pdf
18 http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0019/001918/191870e.pdf
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Millions of CAN$ annual (FY 2009-2010)

Low estimate |High estimate |[Average estimate
Domestic public budgets at all levels $ 4,189.62|$% 942186 |$ 6,805.74
Federal $ 2,442.81 | $ 2,99851 | $ 2,720.66
Agriculture and Agri-food Canada $ 177.90 | $ 177.90 | $ 177.90
Environment Canada $ 178.90 | $ 372.10 | $ 275.50
Parks Canada $ 716.07 | $ 716.07 | $ 716.07
Natural Resources Canada $ 10.90 | $ 280.90 | $ 145.90
Fisheries and Oceans Canada $ 1,270.10 | $ 1,270.10 | $ 1,270.10
Indian and Northern Affairs $ 55.50 | $ 148.00 | $ 101.75
Canadian Museum of Nature $ 33.44 (% 33.44($ 33.44
Provincial $ 1,46342|9% 2,835.14 | $ 2,149.28
British Columbia $ 415.08 | $ 858.84 | $ 636.96
Alberta $ 182.09 | $ 231.22 | $ 206.66
Saskatchewan $ 22.08 | $ 187.30 | $ 104.69
Manitoba $ 141.48 | $ 168.43 | $ 154.96
Ontario $ 253.16 | $ 358.98 | $ 306.07
Quebec $ 179.58 | $ 718.18 | $ 448.88
New Brunswick $ 27.87 | $ 57.68 [ $ 42.78
Prince Edward Island $ 10.61 | $ 10.61 [ $ 10.61
Nova Scotia $ 82.75 | $ 95.18 [ $ 88.97
Newfoundland & Labrador $ 51.37 [ $ 51.37 [ $ 51.37
Yukon $ 2750 | $ 2750 | $ 27.50
Northwest Territories $ 5412 | $ 54.12 | $ 54.12
Nunavut $ 1573 | $ 1573 | $ 15.73
Local governments $ 283.39 | $ 3,588.21 | $ 1,935.80

Federal:

Data was examined f rruahpeffoenthrece redorts.dibegseargportsiidemtifys 6 a n
expenditures carried out in each program area. The sections below identify annual expenditures made in
program areas directly related to the objectives of the CBD. In cases where biodredaisity funding

was evident, but a clear, direct relationship to the objectives of the CBD was not evident, attempts were
made to estimate a lerange and a highange of funding.

i. Agriculture and Agri -Food Canada $177.9 million (2004.0)"

1 Environmentally sustainablegdculture, agrfood and agrbased products: Environmental
Knowledge, Technology, Information, and Measurement: $92.9 million

1 Environmentally sustainable agriculture, agod and agrbased products: Giarm action $85.0
million

i Environment Canada: $178.9 millioni $372.1 million (200910)°
Low-range:

1 Biodiversity and Wildlife Program: $143.5 million
1 Ecosystem Initiatives Program: $35.4 million

19 Agriculture and AgriFood Canada 20080 Departmental Performance Repbttp://www.tbssct.gc.ca/dprmr/2009
2010/inst/agr/agrO2ng.asp#sect2

20 Environment Canaal20092010Departmental Performance Repdrttp://www.thssct.gc.ca/dprmr/2009
2010/inst/doe/doetbng.asp
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High-range
1 Environmental Science and Monitoring Program $113.9 million
1 Water Program: $87.4 million

i . Parks Canada $716.07 million (2009.0f*

1 The entire annual budget for Parks Canada was included given that 100% of its activities have the
objective of managing Canadabés protected areas

1 This figure does not take into revenue generated by Parks Canada. Thesindluded under
APrivate sectoro contributions.

iv. Natural Resources Canada $10.9 million $280.9 million (2009102

Low-range:
M Natural Resourcased Communities: $10.9 million

Highirange:
1 Ecosystem Risk Management: $156.5 million
1 Natural Resourceral Landmass Knowledge and Systems: $113.5 million

Fisheries and Oceans Canada $1,270.1 million (2609

<

Sustainable Fisheries and Aquaculture Management: $474.5 million
Fisheries and Aquaculture Management: $339.6 million

Science for Sustainable Fisher and Aquaculture: $134.9 million
Healthy and Productive Aquatic Ecosystems $160.6 million

Oceans Management: $15.8 million

Habitat Management: $62.0 million

Species at Risk Management: $21.8 million

Science for Healthy and Productive Aquatic Ecosyst&®8:9 million

=4 =4 =8 =8 -8 -8 -89

vi. Indian and Northern Affairs $55.5 million - $148.0 million (20092010§*

Low-range:

1 Northern Land and Resources: $55.5 million ($222 million x 25%; 3 of the-gregjpbams
associated with this program are related to oil, gas and minerlbgewent, and contaminated
sites. One program is related to protected lands and resources)

High-range:

1 Responsible Federal Stewardship: $91.5 million ($126.9 mHl&85.4 million associated with
contaminated sites)

9 Canadian Polar Commission: $1.0 naifli

21 parks Canada 20€#010 Departmental PerformanReport http://www.pc.gc.ca/eng/docs/pc/rpts/rapr/03312010.aspx
22 Natural Resources Canada0®-2010Departmental Performance Repattp://www.thssct.gc.ca/dprmr/2009
2010/inst/rsn/rsn02ng.asp#secll12

2 Fisheries and Oceans Canada 20030 Departmental Performance Repabitp://www.tbssct.gc.ca/dprmr/2009
2010/indexeng.asp?acr=1674

2420092010 Departmental Performance Report. Indifiairs and Northern Development. http://www.ibst.gc.ca/dprmr/2009
2010/inst/ian/iantkeng.asp
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vii.  Canadian Museum of Nature $33.4 million (2009.0Y°
1 The Museum received $33.44 million in parliamentary appropriations in-2000.
Canadian Provinces and Territories:
Data was examined from rel evant partoidentifyci al mi ni st

expenditures carried out in each program area. The sections below identify annual expenditures made in
program areas directly related to the objectives of the CBD. In cases where biodredasity funding

was evident, but a clear, direefationship to the objectives of the CBD was not evident, attempts were
made to estimate a levange and a highange of funding.

Annual expenditures by provinces and territories to enhance and protect to biodiversity were determined
through an analysid departmental annual reports and Finance Department reports for F2Q009
(20082009 for P.E.I.). In many cases, annual reports were available for those ministries and departments
responsible for biodiversitgelated activities. When these reports wastavailable, either yeamnd lists

of expenditures prepared by finance departments, or backeaithg budget estimates for 202012

were used to extract biodiversitglated expenses.

The organizational structures of each jurisdiction were injti@Viewed to identify the most relevant
biodiversity related Ministries or Departments. The range of Ministries or Departments included: energy,
mines, natural resources, environment, sustainable development, agriculture, tourism, parks, conservation,
forestry, range management, fisheries and aquaculture, with significant variation among jurisdictions.
Departments of agriculture proved most challenging in determining expenditures on biodiversity related
activities. Departments that included several regsufenergy, mines, tourism and aquaculture, etc.)

were also sometimes difficult to determine expenditures on biological resources, likely leading to
underestimating expenditures.

Additional time would be required to further refine estimated contributbpsovinces and territories,

and would in some cases, require contacting various government agencies to obtain more detailed
information than is available online. Forest fire control was included when this information was available.
Fire control has both positive and negative influence on forest biodiversity, but is particularly important

in achieving the sustainable use of forest resources. Fire control is an element of the CBD programme of
work on forest biodiversity.

viii.  British Columbia: $415.1 million - $858.8 million (FY 20092010)

1 Ministry of Environment biodiversity expenditures estimated at $42,743,000-(kvge)-
$104,371,000 (highange) of the total budget of $189,491,500

1 Ministry of Forest and Rangebiodiversity expenditures estimatatl$ 372,337,000 (lowange)
- $ 754,471,000 (highange§’ (NOTE: The highrange estimate includes direct expenditures
incurred for fighting forest fires).

iX. Alberta: $182.09 million - $231.22 million (FY 20092010)

% canadian Museum of Natur2010 Annual Reporhittp://nature.ca/en/abeus/museuntorporation/annualeportscorporate
publications

% Ministry of Environment 2009/10 Annual Service Plan Report. p 36. British Columbia

27 Ministry of Forest and Rang€009/10 Annual Service Plan Report, p. 25
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Xi.

Xii.

= =

Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Deslopment Policy and Environment Program (50%)
biodiversity expenditure estimated at $21,884°500

Ministry of Environment biodiversity expenditures estimated at $35,960,000-(kvge)-
$85,091,000 (highange¥°

Ministry of Sustainable Resource @opment biodiversity expenditure estimated at
$44,443,100 of the total budget of $486,363°600

Ministry of Tourism, Parks and Recreatiobiodiversity expenditure estimated at $79,800,000 of
the total budget of $222,414,G560

Saskatchewan: $22.08 milbn - $187.3 million (FY 20092010)

Ministry of Environment:
o Low-range estimate: Forest Services, Fish, Wildlife and Biodiver$igp,035
o High-range estimate: All of above + Forest Services, Fire Management and Forest
Protection, Environmental Protemti, Compliance & Field Services, Corporate Policy
and Planning = $165,227,956
Ministry of Tourism, Parks, Culture and Sportsodiversity expenditure estimated at
$22,056,006°

Manitoba: $141.48 million- $168.43 million (FY 20092010)

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Initiativesiodiversity expenditure (Agnvironment,
Landuse) estimated at $5,383,660
Ministry of Water Stewardship:

o High-range estimate for biodiversity expenditure estimated at $26,943,209.
Manitoba Conservation$136,®9,000°

Ontario: $ 253.16 million- $ 358.98 million (FY 20092010):

Ministry of Natural Resources:
0 Low-range estimate: Natural Resource Management Program (Fish & Wildlife, Land &
Water, Ontario Parks (net expenses, not including Parks revenuesiéigices
Support) = $196,229,773
o0 High-range estimate: All of the above + Public Safety and Emergencies Program (Forest
Fire service) = $302,051,134
Ministry of Environment: Water ProgramSource Protection = $47,218,3%4.
Ministry of Agriculture, Foodand Rural Affaird> $9,710,835 (Agricultural Drainage
Infrastructure Program $7,270,847; Agmvironmental Standards Research $545,000;
Environment Partnerships $1,894,988).

28 Ministry of Agriculture and Rural DevelopmenPolicy and Envionment Annual Report 2009/2010, p. 39berta
29 Ministry of Environmem Annual Report 2002010 p. 77. Alberta

30 Ministry of Sustainable Resource Developmémnual Report 2002010 p. 38 Alberta

31 Ministry of Tourism, Parks and Recreatignnual Reprt 20092010 p. 30Alberta

32 Ministry of Environment Annual Report @80 pp. 2829 Saskatchewan

33 Ministry of Tourism, Parks, Culture and SpoAsinual Report 09.0 pp. 3132. Saskatchewan

34 Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Initiative8nnual Rert 20092010 pp. 136Manitoba

35 Ministry of Water StewardshigAnnual Report 2002010 pp. 7879 Manitoba

38 Ministry of ConservationAnnual Report 2002010 pp. 166169 Manitoba

37 OntarioMinistry of Finance. Public Accounts of Ontario 262010. p. 2307.

%8 |bid. p.

2165.
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xiii.  Quebec: $179.58 millionr $718.18 million (FY 20092010)

1 Ministry of Sustainale Development, Environment and Parks: $ 98,380,000 (Environmental
Policies, Park Management, Environmental Evaluations, Regional Analysis and Ex{iertise)
1 Ministry of Natural Resources and Wildlife:
0 Low-range estimate: $81.2 million from Wildlife Program
0 High-range estimate: Above + $538.6 million from Forest Program = $619.8 riillion

Xiv. New Brunswick: $27.87 million- $ 57.68 million (FY 20092010)

91 Department of Tourism and Parks:
o Low-range estimate: SONOTE: Annual Report does not differentiate betn expenses
related to the development of tourism products and the operations of provincial parks.
0 High-range estimate: Tourism Development and Operations (provincial parks) =
$8,874,900?
Department of Environment: $12,527,100
Department of Natural &sources:
0 Low-range estimate: $11,940,700 (Fish & Wildlife Management; Land Management &
Natural Areas. NOTE: does not include revenues)
o High-range estimate: $32,873,600 (above + Forest Managéfhent)
 Department of Agriculture, Aquaculture and Fisheries4®3,000° (Land & Environment;
Sustainable Aquaculture)

=A =

XV. Nova Scotia: $82.75 million $95.18 million (FY 20092010)

1 Department of Environment:
0 Low-range estimate: $4,635,200 (Environment Science & Program Management x 20%
- as this Division also condwtvork on air quality, water, pollution prevention).
0 High-range estimate: $7,059,200 (Above + Environmental Monitoring & Compliance;
Environment and Sustainable Prosperity Partnersfips)
1 Department of Natural Resources: $78,119'0(Renewable ResourcesRegional Services).

xvi.  Prince Edward Island: $10.61 million (FY 20082009)
1 Department of Tourism and Culture: $3,117,713 (Provincial Parks operations and
administration)®
1 Department of Environment, Energy and Forestry:
o Forests, Fish & Wildlife: $6,699,82
0o Water Management (x25%): $794,0%5.

% bid. p. 27.

““Mi ni st "re du D®vV e lenipppnemest ettdes parcs, bélRepport dnauelldé gestion 262910, p.44.
41 Ministry of Natural Resources and Wildlife. Annual Report 208910Quebec

2 Department of Torism and ParksAnnual Report20092010 Tourism and Parks. phNew Brunswick

43 Department of EnvironmenAnnual Report2009-2010 Environment and Natural Resources. p(N6v Brunswick
4 Department of Natural Resourcésmnual Report2009-2010p. 14.New Brunswick.

5 Ministry of Finance 2002010 Main Estimates for Agriculture, Aquaculture and Fisheri2éNew Brunswick

“¢ Department ofhe EnvironmentAccountability Report 2002010. Nova Scod

47 Department of Natural Resourcégcountability Repat 20092010 p. 18Nova Scoti

“8 Department of Tourism and CultuireProvincial ParksAnnual Report 2002009 p. 33. Prince Edward Island

%9 Department of Environment, Energy and Foreginynual Report 2002009. Prince Edward Island
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xvii.  Newfoundland and Labrador: $51.37 million (FY 20092010):

1 Department of Environment and Conservation:
o Environmental Management and Control (Water Resources Management): $4,032,636
o Parks and Natural Areas: $7,646,372
o Wildlife: $9,136,480?
1 Department of Natural Resources:
o Forest ManagemeiitOperations: $12,915,012
Forest ManagemenrtAdministration and Program Planning: $8,261,307
Forest ManagemeiitFire suppression and communications: $3,999,025
Forest Managemeiitinsect control: $3,475,838
Agrifoods DevelopmentLand Resource Stewardship: $1,905,381.

O O O0OOo

xviii.  Nunavut: $15.73 million (FY 20092010)

1 Department of Environment: $20,972,000 x 75% = $15,729,000 (3 of the 4 main Programs of the
Department of the Environmeatr e di rectly relat®d to the CBDO6s

XiX. Northwest Territories: $54.12 million (FY 20092010)

1 Department of Environment and Natural Resources:
o Forest Management: $25,044,000
o Wildlife: $14,038,000
o Land and Water: $2,186,000
1 Department of Indusg, Tourism and Investment:
o Tourism and Parks: $12,850,0%0.

XX. Yukon: $27.50 million (FY 20092010)

1 Department of Energy, Mines and Resources:
o Sustainable Resources: $8,754,800.
1 Department of Environment:
o Environmental Sustainability: $18,743,000.

xxi.  Local Governments: $283.39 $3,588.21 million (2008)

Attempting to review specific expenditure data for every municipality in Canada would not be
feasible or practical for this study. As a result, it was decided to estimate the financial contributions of
local governments to the objectives of the CBD using local government expenditure data available
from Statistics Canada

0 Department of Envonment and Conservation. Annual Report 22020 pp. 289 Newfoundlanénd Labrador
51 Department of Natural Resourcésmnual Report 2002010 pp. 9598. Newfoundlandand Labrador
2 Department of Finaceof Nunavut.Revised20102011 Main Estimates. pdl1i 17. Nunavut
243; Department of Financ&orthwest Territories2011-2012 Man Estimates, Department Summary. p113
Ibid.
%5 Departmenbf Finance, Government of YukoR011-2012 Operation, Maintenance and Capital Estimate4$ and 17 Yukon
%6 Departnent of Finance, Government of Yukon, 262012 Operation, Maintenance and Capital Estimat®$ and 17 Yukon
57 Statistics CanadaTable 3850003 - Local government revenue and expenditures for fiscal year ending closest to December
31, annual (dollajs CANSIM (database).
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This information does not however enable specific determination of actual expenditures on activities
that contribute to the implemextion of the CBD. Firstly, it classifies some local government
expenditures as fNEwxwViasenmértsothrerdet henh os diWat er

ifSewage collection and disposal 6, fAGarbage, wast
envionnre nt al serviceso. Whil e all of these el ement s

they probably do not all make direct contributions to conserve biodiversity or sustainably use

bi ol ogical resources. Expendetuiressdamay |l iendclasdeé

biodiversityrelated activities.

On one hand, it could be argued that an estimate of at least 25% of all local government

AEnvironment 0 expenditures contribute to the ob]j

activities rdated to water, sewage and waste are counted separately under their @ategoby in
this data, it would be conservative to estimate that at least 50% of ttessube gor y @A Ot her

environmental serviceso expendvesofitheeC8D.ar e | i kel
Secondl vy, Statistics Canada classifies some | oc
and industrial devel opmento. Noting that some

devel opment 0 rat her tfbraunhighrangesestimatecwe assuma that 25% at i o n ¢

of this category contributes to the objectives of the CBD.

As a result, according to Statistics Canada, in 2008 Canadian local governments expended the
following biodiversity related expenditurés
1 Low-range estimate:
o Other environmental services: $261,533,000 x 50% = $130.77 million
0 Resource conservation and industrial development: $1,526,196,000 x 10% = $152.62
million.
1 High-range estimate:

o AEnvironment o expenditur3@es66niidn2, 826, 647, 00C

o0 Resource conservation and industrial development: $1,526,196,000 x 25% = $381.55
million.

(c) Private sector:

Milliions of CAN$ annual (FY 2009-2010)

Low estimate [High estimate |Average estimate
Private sector $ 686.80 | $ 824.16 | $ 755.48
Business expenditures $ 140.80 | $ 278.16 | $ 209.48
User fees (parks fees, licenses) $ 546.00 | $ 546.00 | $ 546.00

i. Business expenditures:

According to the 2008 Statistics Canada publicaiomironmental Protection Expenditures in the
Business Sectpbusinesses operating in Canada spent $9.1 billion in 2008 on environmental
protection>® This amount is based on both capital and operating expenditures in the following areas:

1 Waste management and sewerage services;

9 Pollution prevention processes;

1 Pollutionabatement and contrebendof-pipe;

1 Reclamation and decommissioning;

58 |hi
Ibid
%9 Statistics Canada. Environmental Protection Expenditures in the Business Sector. 2008
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1 Environmental monitoring;
1 Wildlife and habitat protection; and
I Environmental assessments and audits.

Activities in all of the above areas would make some contribution to the impleraergathe CBD,

in particular, the conservation of biodiversity and sustainable use of biological resources objectives.
However, it would be difficult to justify including expenditures from the first four categories as
directly related to the objectives thie CBD.

AEnvironment al monitoringo refers to expenditure
services required to monitor pollutant emissions that would affect air, water or soil quality. As a
result, at least a portion of these expendgwsuld be included as contributing to the objectives of the

CBD. The same could be said of AEnvironmental as
made to review the current compliance of operations with regulations and to evaluate the
envionmerda | | mpact of proposed projects. AW I dlife 8

objectives of the CBD and could be included in its full amount.

1 Low-range estimate: $140.8 million (2008)
o Wildlife and habitat protection: $140.8 million
1 High-range estimate: $278.16 million (2008)
o Wildlife and habitat protection: $140.8 million
o Environmental monitoring: $329.1 million x 25% = $82.28 million
o Environmental assessments and audits: $220.3 million x 25% = $55.08 million

il User fees:

An additional areafqrivate sector expenditures relates to user fees, including direct fees, licenses

and permits. In the case of protected areas, for example, users pay fees to use recreational facilities in
parks and campsites. Resource users, such as fishers and laigggray for licenses and permits,
although in some cases it would be very difficult to determine if the purpose of these license fees are
related to the objectives of the CBD. In many cases, however, governments have specific accounts
used to collect andisburse these funds.

The following highlights the main available data for revenues from user fees (Total: $546,009,785):
91 National protected areas revenue (26‘1(}1980,752,000
o Entrance fees: $56,631,000
0 Recreational fees: $24,121,000
1 Provincial protecte areas revenue: $226,796,285
0 British Columbia: $16,000,000 (FY 202®10¥*
Alberta: $8,843,000 (FY 2062010§?
Saskatchewan: $13,880,000 (FY 2a®10§°
Manitoba: $4,720,000 (FY 20102011 estimaté}
Ontario: $65,313,000 (FY 2062010§°

O oO0Oo0o

0 parks Canada 20eB010 Departmental PerformanReport http://www.pc.gc.ca/eng/docs/pc/rpts/rapr/03312010.aspx
51BC Parks Annual Rept 20092010. www.env.gov.bc.ca/beparks/research/year_end.../year_end_rep_2010.pdf

52 AlbertaTourism, Parks and RecreatiBusiness Plan 2032014.www.finance.alberta.ca/publications/budget/.../tousism
parksrecreation.pdf

5 Ministry of Tourism, Parks, @ture and Sports. Annual Report-00. Saskatchewan

642011 Manitoba Estimates of Expenditure and Revenue. www.gov.mb.ca/finance/budget11/papers/r_and_e.pdf

% Ontario Ministry of Natural ResourceResultsbased plan 2012011.
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Quebec: $10,963000 (FY 20092010%°
New Brunswick: $6,259,500 (FY 20@®10¥’
Prince Edward Island: $817,785 (2089)
Nova Scotia, Newfoundland and Labrador, Nunavut, Northwest Territories, Yukon: Not
available.
9 Other user fees: $38,461,500
While most Canadian provincesd territories collect fees for other biodiversigyated user
fees, such as wildlifeelated licenses and permits, it was only possible to collect specific data
in the following cases
0 British Columbia Conservation Trust Fund: $6 million (20%1).
Alberta Recreational Licensing Management System: $111,295,000 (FY22009/°
Saskatchewan fishing and hunting licenses: $14,643,000 (F¥-Zmm) "
Manitoba: license sales and wildlife sundry,$56,000 (FY 2002010)/?
Ontario Fish & Wildlife Special Pugse Accourft: $65,480,000 (FY 2002010)’
Quebec: wildlife licenses: $32,800,000 (FY 2ax®10)”°
New Brunswick Wildlife Trust Fund + Trail Management Trust Fund: $3,087,500 (FY
20092010)’¢
o Nova Scotia: Fishing and Gaming licenses: $1,000,000 (estirfa20F0-2011)!"

O O0OO0Oo

O O O0OO0OO0Oo

There are numerous other innovative areas of private sector financing for biodiversity. These include
biodiversity offsets, land conservation tax incentives, schemes for payment for ecosystem services
(PES), and the sale of green produkizwever, experience (and data) related to these in Canada is
limited at present. Therefore, no additional effort was made in this study to estimate financial flows
from these areas.

It is worth noting that most of the estimates above largely do not imahwedstments and

expenditures made by the private sector related to many of the sustainable uses of biodiversity

resources. For example, a case could be made to include private sector expenditures related to
sustainable agriculture, forestry and fishijugt to name a few sectors. Unfortunately, at this point
dependable, disaggregated national data for these sectors is not available. Attempting to estimate, for
example, the % of total agriculture spewddng r el
not be prudent. But it would be important to note here that these three primary sectors of the Canadian
economy represent over $22.6 billion in annual economic actiitgven 10% of this activity is

®se®paq A Rap [B®009. Qaéhen.uel 200

57 Department of Tourism and Parks. Annual Repd©%2010 Tourism and Parkislew Brunswick.

&8 Department of Tourism and Cultuiré’rovincial Parks. Annual Report 20@809. Prince Edward Island

%9 Habitat Conservation Trust Fund. Press Reas e Apr i | 15, 2011. AfFoundation gives ba
"® Ministry of Sustainable Resource Developmémnual Report 2002010.Alberta The Ministry of Sustainable Resource
Management of Alberta outsourced the sale of recreational lyuantith fishing licences through the Recreational Licencing
Management (RELM) system to IBM. Under the agreement, IBM has full responsibility for the service and it is responsible for
all costs associated with it. IBM receives a transaction fee for eackdianld with the balance of the revenue being forwarded

to the Ministry or to a Delegated Authorized Organization. The Ministry reports revenue in Premiums, Fees and Licences on the
Consolidated Statements of Operations net of IBM transaction fees ahibio8.

" Ministry of Environmem Annual Report 09.0. Saskatchewan

2 Ministry of Conservation. Anral Report 2002010.Manitoba.

" This Fund was created to ensure that revenues generated from the sale of fish and wildlife licenbasngked fospecific
sustainable fish and wildlife management initiatives.

" Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources. Restiesed plan 20:2011.

» Ministry of Natural Resources and Wildlife. Annual Report 208910Quebec.

® Department of Natural Resourcésnual Report. 2002010.New Brunswick.

" Nova Scotia Department of Finance. Estimates and Supplementary Detail for the fiscal yea02p11

78 Statistics Canada. Table 309231,2- Gross domestic product (GDP) at basic price in current dollars, System afilatio

Accounts (SNA) benchmark values, by North American Industry Classification System (NAICS), annual (data in millions)
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directly related to the sustainable use iofdpical resources, this would more than triple the estimated
biodiversity expenditures estimated above for the private sectors.

In regards to Canadian private sector expenditures for biodiversity made outside of Canada, this study
did not find a relial# or practical source of information yet to estimate this figure.

(d) Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia:

Milliions of CAN$ annual

FY 2009-2010)

Low estimate [High estimate |Average estimate
Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia $ 508.46 | $ 614.63 | $ 561.55
Non-governmental organizations, foundations $ 446.01 | $ 446.01 | $ 446.01
Academia $ 62.45 | $ 168.62 | $ 115.54

i. Non-governmental organizations, foundations:

There are several hundred, if not thousands ofguaernmental organizationslGOs) and
foundations in Canada dedicated to activities related to the objectives of the CBD. However, there is
no one comprehensive source of data on their nature or their revenues and expenditures. As a result,

information had to be gathered on acbge a s e

basi

S

ma i

nly

by

revi

statements and/or annual reports. This obviously could not be completed for each and every
organization, but the following list provides the main, largest biodiversigted NGOs in Canada.

National NGOs

The Nature Conservancy of Canada

$182,736,817

Ducks Unlimited Canada $ 75,842,008
Canadian Wildlife Federation $11,017,008
World Wildlife Fund Canada $8,713,19%

David Suzuki Foundation

$6,655,66T ($7,441,125 $785,464spent
on climate chage)

EcoTrust $3,068,507
Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society $3,206,107
Nature Canada $2,483,79%
Wildlife Habitat Canada $2,089,38%
Wildlife Preservation Canada $635,596°
Forest Stewardship Council Canada $334,798
British Columbia

Habitat @nservation Trust Foundation $6,015,317°

Pacific Salmon Foundation

$8,350,353 ($9,949,792$1,599,409 public

"® The Nature Conservancy of Canada Financial Statements, ending June 30 2010

8 Ducks Unlimited Canada Annual Report 2010

81 Canadian Willlife Federation Financial Statements, ending February 28, 2010

82 \World Wildlife Fund Canada Combined Financial Statements, ending June 30, 2010

8 David Suzuki Foundation Statement of Revenue and Expenses, ending August 31, 2010
84 EcoTrust Canada 2009 Aual Report

85 Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society Financial Statements, ending March 31, 2010
8 Nature Canada Annual Report 2008, ending March 31, 2010

87 wildlife Habitat Canada Financial Statement ending March 31, 2010

88 wildlife Preservation CanadanAual Report 20090, ending December 31 2009

8 Forest Stewardship Council Canada Annual Report 2009

% Habitat Conservation Trust Foundation Financial Statements, ending March 31, 2010

é

e wi
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fundsy”
The Land Conservancy of British Columbia | $5,135,78%
Alberta
Alberta Conservation Association $12,527,367
Saskatchewan
WascanaCentre Authority $2,088,848
Ontario
Nature Ontario $2,492,09%F

Conservation Authorities

Expenditures less public funding®

Ausable Bayfield

$4,766,17%

Central Lake Ontario

$2,547,34% ($5,660,774 * 0.45)

Cataraqui $1,070,70%
Essex Region $4,455000"° ($8,100,000 * 0.55)
Grey Sauble $1,251,93% ($2,298,259 $1,046,325)

Lower Trent

$292,526% ($3,656,577 * 0.08)

Saugeen Valley

$1,634,865” ($3,336,461 * 0.49)

St. Clair $3,319,302 ($5,029,246 * 0.66)
Credit Valley $1,739,15%>

Ganaraksa Region $1,478,46%°($2,789,551 * 0.53)
Halton $11,754,049" ($20,265,602 * 0.58)

Kettle Creek

$1,110,564% ($1,735,257 * 0.64)

Long Point Region

$2,267,973% ($3,385,031 * 0.67)

Niagara Peninsula

$2,050,012°($11,027,263 * 0.19)

Nottawasaga Valley

$752,336" ($2,786,433 * 0.27)

Toronto and Region

$39,854,894" ($ 92,685,800.00 * 0.43)

Grand River

$15,792,008° $($33,600,000 * 0.47)

Lake Simcoe Region

$2,294,1689" ($15,294,466 * 0.15)

91 pacific Salmon Foundation 2009 Annual Report

92The Land Conservay of British Columbia Consolidated Financial Statements, ending April 30, 2010
% Alberta Conservation Association Annual Report 2009/2010. p. 61 Alberta

% Wascana Centre Authority Financial Statements, ending March 31, 2010

% Nature Ontario Annual Repaz00910

% The total expenditures of Conservation Authorities were multiplied by the % of their funds estimated to not originate from
public sector sources according to ea cdountngvith data egortaahden u a l
ADomestic public sectoro.

97 Ausable Bayfield conservation authority annual report 2010

% Central lake Ontario Conservation Authority Year in Review 2009

% Cataraqui Region Conservation Authority Financial Statements

100 Essex Region Conservation Authies Annual Report 2010

101 Grey Sauble Conservation Authority Financial Statements, ended December 31, 2008

1921 ower Trent Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

13 5augeen Valley Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

1045t Clair Conservation Authoritgnnual Report 2010

195 Credit Valley Conservation Authority Annual Report 2006

1% Ganaraksa Region Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

197 Conservation Halton Public Accountability Report 2010

198 Kettle Creek Conservation Authority Annual Report 2009

1991 ong Point Region Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

110 Niagara Peninsula Conservation Authority Annual Report 2008

111 Nottawasaga Valley conservation Authority Annual Report 2005

2 Toronto and Region Conservation Authority Annual Report 2009

113 Grand Rver Conservation Authority Budget Overview

14| ake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

repo
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Lower Thames Valley $550,632™ ($2,039,379 * 0.27)
Mattagami Region $191,00"°
Nickel District $1,049,562"
Rideau Valley $2,152,866°
South Nation $2,829,304"
Upper Thames River $6,215,598° ($12,949,166 * 0.48)
SubTotal Ontario Conservation Authoritig $111,420,419
Québec
Nature Québec (Citoyens pour la nature) $818,807"
Nova Scotia
Ecology Action Centre $374,276%
TOTAL $446,006,106
ii. Academia:
Canadads universities and coll eges also provide

CBD, both through research and through undergraduate and graduate adugdtcunately, in
regards to research limited data exists on amounts of expenditures specific to biodiversity and related
sectors. As a result, no data has been included in this study for this area.

In regards to expenditures on biodiversityated udergraduate and graduate education, Statistics

Canada provides data for enrolment numbers in Canadian universities disaggregated by instructional
programs. Two categories were identified that directly relate to the objectives of the CBD:
AAgriculrtadr e esmatrces and conservationodo and APhy
The number of students enrolled in each category was multiplied by the average tuition paid by

Canadian studerlfs. Of note, this tuition does not include public funds predithy governments to

support these programs, but come directly from private contributions of students and their families.

The category of APhysical and | ife sciences and
than biodiversityrelated fields. A= result, only 25% of its value has been included and only in the
high-end estimate.

The category of #fAAgriculture, natur al resources
biodiversityrelated fields, with the exception of training in conventiagiculture. As a result,
90% of its value has been included in the-lewd estimate.

Agriculture, natural resources and conservation (2008/2009)

Program level Number of students| Average tuition | Total expenditures
enrolled

15| ower Thames Valley Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

118 Mattagami Region Conservation Authority Annual Report 2010

17 Nickel District Conseration Authority Financial Statements, ending December 31, 2010

118 Rideau Valley Conservation Authority Annual Report 2009

19 50uth Nation Conservation Authority Annual Report 2008

120ypper Thames River Conservation Authority Approved Budget 2011

121 Nature Qubec Annual Report 20090, ending August 31, 2010

122 Ecology Action Centre Annual Report 2629

123 statscan, Undergraduate tuition fees for-fifle Canadian students, by discipline, by province
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Undergraduate 11,586 $4,366~ $50,584,476

Graduate 4,740°° $3,967°' $18,803,580
Low-end estimatg $69,388,056 x 90% 1
$62,449,250

Physical and life sciences and technologies (2008/2009)
Program level Number of students| Average tuition Total expenditures
enrolled
Undergraduate 73,842°° $4,682%° $345,728,244

Graduate 18,582%° $4,249% $78,954,918
Subtotal $424,683,162 x 259
= $106,170,79]
High-end estimatg $168,620,041

(e) International financial institutions:

All relevant Canadian contributions to international finanaiatitutions have been included under
(a) Official Development Assistance.

(f) United Nations organizations, funds and programmes:

All relevant Canadian contributions to United Nations organizations, funds and programmes have
been included under (a) OfficiBlevelopment Assistance.

(9) Non-ODA public funding:
N/A
(h) South-South cooperation initiatives:
N/A
(i) Technical cooperation.
All relevant Canadian contributions to technical cooperation have either been included under (a)

Official Development Assistance or (Bpmestic Budgets.

Consolidated annual Canadian financial flows for achieving
the CBDb6s three objectives

124 statscan477-0013, University enrolments by program level and instructional program

125 statscan, Undergraduate tuition fees for-fifie Canadian students, by discipline, by province
126 Statscan477-0013, University enrolments by program level and instructional program

127 statscan, Average graduate tuition fees for Canadiatirfudl students byaculty

128 Statscan477-0013, University enrolments by program level and instructional program

129 statscan, Undergraduate tuition fees for-finle Canadian students, by discipline, by province
130 statscan477-0013, University enrolments by program level and instructional program

181 statscanAverage graduate tuition fees for Canadianintie students by faculty


http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/search-recherche?lang=eng&searchTypeByValue=1&pattern=477-0013
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/search-recherche?lang=eng&searchTypeByValue=1&pattern=477-0013
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/search-recherche?lang=eng&searchTypeByValue=1&pattern=477-0013
http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/search-recherche?lang=eng&searchTypeByValue=1&pattern=477-0013
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Millions of CAN$ annual (FY 2009-2010)

Low estimate [High estimate |Average estimate
Official Development Assistance (ODA) $ 3825 (% 23329 | $ 135.77
Government of Canada $ 1434 [ $ 148.61 | $ 81.48
CIDA $ 10.80 | $ 103.46 | $ 57.13
Finance Canada $ 0.92$ 20.74 | $ 10.83
IDRC $ 145 $ 23241 $ 12.35
Environment Canada $ 070 $ 070 $ 0.70
Parks Canada $ 0471 3% 0471 $ 0.47
International financial institutions and United Nations $ 2391 [ $ 84.68 | $ 54.30
Global Environment Facility $ 16.63 | $ 22.05|$%$ 19.34
CGIAR $ 2851 % 48.32 | $ 25.59
FAO $ 392 (% 1053 | $ 7.23
UNDP $ - $ 301 % 1.51
UNESCO $ 0511]$% 0771 % 0.64
Domestic public budgets at all levels $ 4,189.62 | $ 9,421.86 | $ 6,805.74
Federal $ 244281 | $ 299851 | $ 2,720.66
Agriculture and Agri-food Canada $ 17790 [ $ 177.90 | $ 177.90
Environment Canada $ 178.90 [ $ 372.10 | $ 275.50
Parks Canada $ 716.07 [ $ 716.07 | $ 716.07
Natural Resources Canada $ 10.90 [ $ 280.90 | $ 145.90
Fisheries and Oceans Canada $ 1,270.10 | $ 1,270.10 | $ 1,270.10
Indian and Northern Affairs $ 55.50 [ $ 148.00 | $ 101.75
Canadian Museum of Nature $ 3344 (% 33.441$% 33.44
Provincial $ 1,463.42 | $ 283514 | $ 2,149.28
British Columbia $ 415.08 | $ 858.84 | $ 636.96
Alberta $ 182.09 [ $ 231.22 1 $ 206.66
Saskatchewan $ 22.08 | $ 187.30 | $ 104.69
Manitoba $ 141.48 [ $ 168.43 | $ 154.96
Ontario $ 253.16 | $ 358.98 | $ 306.07
Quebec $ 17958 | $ 718.18 | $ 448.88
New Brunswick $ 27871$% 57.68 | $ 42.78
Prince Edward Island $ 10.61 [ $ 1061 | $ 10.61
Nova Scotia $ 8275 (% 95.18 | $ 88.97
Newfoundland & Labrador $ 51.37 | $ 51.37 | $ 51.37
Yukon $ 2750 | $ 2750 | $ 27.50
Northwest Territories $ 5412 | $ 54.12 | $ 54.12
Nunavut $ 1573 | $ 1573 | $ 15.73
Local governments $ 283.39 | $ 3,588.21 | $ 1,935.80
Private sector $ 686.80 | $ 824.16 | $ 755.48
Business expenditures $ 140.80 | $ 278.16 | $ 209.48
User fees (parks fees, licenses) $ 546.00 | $ 546.00 | $ 546.00
Non-governmental organizations, foundations, and academia $ 508.46 | $ 614.63 | $ 561.55
Non-governmental organizations, foundations $ 446.01 | $ 446.01 | $ 446.01
Academia $ 62.45 | $ 168.62 | $ 115.54
International financial institutions (non-ODA) $ - $ - $ -
United Nations organizations, funds and programmes (non-ODA) $ - $ - $ -
Non-ODA public funding $ - $ - $ -
South-South cooperation initiatives $ - $ - $ -
Technical cooperation $ - $ - $ -
TOTAL $ 542313 |$ 11,093.94 | $ 8,258.54
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Number of countries that have: (a)Assessed values of biodiversity, in accordance with the
Convention; (b)ldentified and reported funding needs, gas and priorities; (c)Developed
national financial plans for biodiversity; (d)Been provided with the necessary funding and
capacity-building to undertake the above activities:

Not applicablé indicator intended for developing countries.

Aggregated estim&e of annual Canadian biodiversityrelated financial flows:
It is estimated that annual Canadian financial flows related to the objectives of the CBD are from
$5,423.13 million to $11,093.94 million, with an average of $8,258.54 million.

Amount of domestt financial support, per annum, in respect of those domestic activities which
are intended to achieve the objectives of this Convention:

It is estimated that Canada provides between $5,384.88 million and $10,860.65 million annually in
domestic resources axhieve the objectives of the CBD in Canada.

Amount of funding provided through the Global Environment Facility and allocated to

biodiversity focal area:

As indicated above, Canada provides annually
area, and up to $22.05 to the GEF for all biodiversélated activities.

Level of CBD and Parties6é support to other f
scaling-up of relevant successful financial mechanisms and instruments:
Not applicable

Number of international financing institutions, United Nations organizations, funds and
programmes, and the development agencies that report to the Development Assistance
Committee of Organisation for Economic Ceoperation and Development (OECD/DAC), with
biodiversity and associated ecosystem services as a crogging policy:

Not applicable

Number of Parties that integrate considerations on biological diversity and its associated
ecosystem services in development plans, strategies and budgets:
It is beleved that this question is intended for developing country Parties. Not applicable. However,

Canada can highlight that its recent Federal Sustainable Development Strategy has the objective of

integrating government wide actions and results, linking swattbeé development planning and
reporting to the Government's core expenditure planning reporting system, and providing effective
measurement, monitoring and reporting tools to track and report on progress.

Number of South-South cooperation initiatives comlucted by developing country Parties and
those that may be supported by other Parties and relevant partners, as a complement to
necessary NorthSouth cooperation:

Not applicable

Amount and number of South-South and North-South technical cooperation and caacity-

building initiatives that support biodiversity:

Specific information was not available on the amount and number of-Rotith technical
cooperationandcapacityui | di ng i nitiatives supported by
contribution b the GEF is used for these types of activities.

an

nar
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11

12.

13

14.

15.

16.

Number of global initiatives that heighten awareness on the need for resource mobilization for
biodiversity:
Not applicable

Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to deveiog

countries to contribute to achieving the Convent
As indicated above, it can be estimated that Canada provides at least between $38.25 million to
$233.29 million annually to developing countri es

In addition to these esti mates, which are direct
there are additional sources of financing that positively contribute to the Convention on Biological

Diversity. These additional sources may have beena#d to an alternative primary initiative, such

as climate change or health, and have biodiversity as a secondary or even tertiary goal. In an effort to
avoid counting the same flows towards more than one initiative, we have not accounted for funds that

do not have the objectives of the Convention as a primary objective. In effect, we have not accounted

for co-benefits from other financial flows in reporting given the methodology supported within this
document. While this approach helps to limit the dékouble counting, it also prevents a more
accurate assessment of total funds contributed t
being realized.

Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed countries to developing
countries towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 201-2020:
Not applicablé as Strategic Plan has just recently been negotiated.

Resources mobilized from the removal, reform or phaseut of incentives, including subsidies,
harmful to biodiv ersity, which could be used for the promotion of positive incentives, including

but not limited to innovative financial mechanisms, that are consistent and in harmony with the
Convention and other international obligations, taking into account national sdal and

economic conditions:

Canada does not currently monitor the amount of resources mobilized from the removal, reform or
phaseout of incentives harmful to biodiversity.

Number of initiatives, and respective amounts, supplementary to the financial mbeanism
established under Article 21, that engage Parties and relevant organizations in new and
innovative financial mechanisms, which consider intrinsic values and all other values of
biodiversity, in accordance with the objectives of the Convention and thNagoya Protocol on
Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of
Their Utilization:

Not known at present.

Number of access and benefisharing initiatives and mechanisms, consistent with the
Convention and when in effect, with the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and
the Fair and Equitable Sharing of the Benefits Arising out of Their Utilization, including
awarenessraising, that enhance resource mobilization:

Not applicable to Canada at pees.
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INDIA, RECEIVED ON 2 1 OCTOBER 2011

I ndi abs comments on CBDG6s draft
UNEP/CBD/SRM/Indicators/1; and (ii) UNEP/SRM/Indicators/2

General comments

Effective implementation of the Strategic Plan on Biodiversity 2011-20 and
achievement of Aichi targets hinge upon provision of adequate financial resources to
the developing country Parties for this purpose, and the extent to which developing
countries are able to meet their commitments is related to provision of financial
resources and transfer of technology (Decision X/2, para 10). In decision X/3, CoP-10
while adopting the 15 indicators for monitoring the implementation of strategy for
resource mobilisation, has come out with a process for increasing resources against an
established baseline (para 8(a) to (i), leading to adoption of targets at CoP-11. This
process or roadmap is not only somewhat convoluted and complex, but its culmination
in adoption of targets at CoP-11 hinges on two things: identification and endorsement
of robust baselines; and adoption of effective reporting framework. The first operational
steps in this process [para 8(d)] are for the Secretariat to come out with methodological
guidance to the 15 indicators and guidelines for implementation of this methodology.
Accordingly, the Secretariat has come out with these two documents currently being
posted for peer review. This itself has taken exactly one year since adoption of the
decisions by CoP-10. Following completion of the peer review process, the Parties are
required to apply this methodology to measure gaps and needs in mobilisation of
resources against the indicators set and communicate this information to the
Secretariat, which will then present it before CoP-11. The compilation of the required
information is not an easy task and is beset with several complexities, some of which
have been reflected in the detailed comments that follow. Thus, it is an extremely tight
schedule to meet before CoP-11, more so for the already capacity and resource-
constrained developing countries. Moreover, considering that many indicators and
methodologies will take time to sink in, understood and absorbed, achieving the tasks in
a time-bound manner seems to be a tall order.

In this background, some specific comments on the two documents are given
below.

Specific comments
I. Document UNEP/CBD/SRM/Indicators/1

On the use of indicators, difficulties are foreseen especially for three indicators:
3, 13 and 14. In the case of indicator 3 on domestic financial support, there could be
constraints on two fronts: (i) At present there is no mechanism to monitor government
expenditures on biodiversity incurred by different departments. (i) Second, of the total
expenditures incurred by a concerned ministry dealing with a particular ecosystem

documi



UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/INK
Paged0

activity, only a subset may deal with the one or more objectives of the CBD. The real
economic problem is the ubiquitous nature of joint and common costs in programmes
related to biodiversity conservation and difficulty of measuring costs attributable to
biodiversity activities.

Regarding indicator 13 on subsidies, para 1.13.5 states that no definition for the
phrase #Aincentives, i ncluding subsidies, har
Methodological Guidance on Indicators. The Methodological Guidance on Indicators
focuses on t he g¢go vrahemtime ant tideseffect nftarynstubsidynand
there is no clear limit on the activities and purposes that might be used to define harmful
subsidies. In addition, for implicit harmful subsidies, there is no actual transaction or
monetary flow between entities of biodiversity financing, and hence the flow cannot be
recorded appropriately. (1.13.6) says that a subsidy should be considered to be for
biodiversity objectives when the intent or purpose of the government is that subsidy be
used for support to any activities of the Classification of Biodiversity Activities contained
in annex 2.2.

There are many practical difficulties in identifying and measuring harmful
subsidies. First, one commonly accepted definition of subsidy for product or service,
based on Pareto criterion of economic efficiency, is the difference between the social
cost and the price. The government cost data is based on accounting and not social
costs. Second, many countries do provide subsides for provision of merit goods at
affordable prices and the intention is to achieve the social goal of sustainable
development. Thus there is trade of between efficiency and equity. Third, it is true
subsidized underground and surface irrigation water, under pricing of chemical fertilizers
and pesticides and policies encouraging unsustainable uses of natural resources have
perverse incentives and such subsidies should be phased out over time or at least be
targeted to the poor. The Survey may seek information from the members about their
road for phasing out the perverse subsidies, political and other obstacles they face and
methods of overcoming them.

Regarding indicator 14, para 1.14.4 says innovative financial mechanisms aim at
improving financial performance by generating new and additional financial resources,
by increasing cost efficiencies or by improving capacity to innovate. But all innovative
financial mechanisms are associated with uncertainty over their outcome, because not
all the results of the innovative financial mechanisms are known beforehand. (1.14.5)
says for purposes of this indicator, new and innovative financial mechanisms as
identified by the Conference of the Parties include payment for ecosystem services,
biodiversity offset mechanisms, markets for green products, biodiversity-business
partnerships, new forms of charity, environmental fiscal reforms, new and innovative
sources of international development financing, and consideration of biodiversity in
climate change funding schemes. These neoliberal measures need to be assessed in
terms of their long-term sustainability, operational efficiency, transaction structures, and
above all contribution to poverty alleviation.

Some of the suggested mechanisms exist only in a few countries and they are in
different stages of development. PES can work only if the rights over the resources are
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well defined and enforced, institutional mechanisms available for sharing costs and
benefits and pricing, and if the stakeholders are also made better off after PES.

Biodiversity contribution is a package of private goods, merit goods, local public
goods and global public goods. Given the right structures of incentives almost every
individual can help in achieving the three goals of CBD. But para 2.2.4 states that the
Classification of Biodiversity Activities are limited to formal biodiversity activities that are
institutionalized, intentional, and planned through public organizations and recognized
private bodies, which, in their totality, make up the formal biodiversity system of a
country. Informal biodiversity activities can be intentional or deliberate, but not
institutionalized, and thus do not fall within the scope of the Classification of Biodiversity
Activities. Para 2.2.3 gives opinions on counting certain activities.

Two criteria are used to screen for biodiversity activities: entities of biodiversity
financing, and purposes of activities. As a general rule, all activities of identified entities
of biodiversity financing can be considered as biodiversity activities, and all activities
with the purposes of achieving biodiversity objectives are counted as biodiversity
activities. Some same activities need to be treated differently, if undertaken by those
that are not entities of biodiversity financing. It mentions when forest fire fighting and
wastewater treatment and other activities of this nature can be considered as
biodiversity activities It says the Secretariat of the Convention should gather the cases
of activities that require further examination for classification, and publish its opinions on
how such activities should be treated. Appropriate consultation and consensus should
be undertaken before such an opinion is formalised.

The Survey may document the existence of innovative biodiversity activities
initiated by households and communities voluntarily and find out whether such initiatives
are driven by their livelihood concerns, nature preservation and altruism or all of them.

Some specific suggestions on the language of the text in this document are given
below.

1. Paral.1.30on page 11

There is need for the document to expl
quality of the aggregated financial indicator is not affected. In other words, it is
important to explain how the aggregated indicator needs to exist vis-a-viz
indicators 3, 4, 9, 11, 12, 13 and 14.

2. Paral.l.4o0n pagell

A footnote may be pr oviafixedllOperceniwdteat 1 s m
of discounto. Il s it discount in relation o
relation to present worth of ODA flows?
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3. Paral.l1.50n page 11-12

The utility of confining ODA to bilateral sources of funding is not clear. A
footnote may be added clarifying why this restricted meaning is adopted. Further,
it needs to be pointed out that it is practical to seek information on bilateral
l ending from the OECD DAC or from the dono
constrainedd devel oping countries to work

4. Para1.1.7 on page 12

The wor ds 6can bebd ma Yhe latterpdorveye a 6 may
prescriptive tone. Channelizing ODA is not a matter for donors to decide. It falls
within the policy domain of recipient countries.

5. In Para 1.1.8 on page 12

There is reference to operational NGOs and campaigning NGOs. The
wor dsgt id@n based 6and 6advocacy based?©o ma
6campaigningbé. It i's also important to as:¢
flowing to these NGOs in the interest of avoiding double counting.

6. Para 1.1.19 on page 13

The para may be reformu |l at e d~or aternatidnal purposes, this
indicator should be first calculated on a pilot basis for a few countries for the
eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties in 2012, and subsequently
included in the fifth and sixth national reportsunder t he Convention. 6
This formulation is suggested since it may not be possible for all COP
countries to come up with figures before COP 11.

7. Paral.1.22 on page 13

The alternative f or ratioraltreports and sugvgys st ed i
required from the Conference of the Parties may confirm the figures sourced
from Rio markers and the Creditor Reporting System (CRS) of the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and Development as well as the Government Finance
Statistics of the International Monetary Fund . 0

8. Para l.2.4 on page 14

The para may bere-f or mul ated as foll ows: 0, a ¢
values that hold for at least one third of all its biodiversity and ecosystem services is
counted as part of the number of countries that have assessed values of biodiversity
in accordance with the Conventionbo.
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This reformulation is proposed since the existing para conveys that only a
country t hat has™ ob #sn u biediveasttye /dcosystént. 3rhe re-
formulation is realistic since it conveys that a country that has assessed
representative ecosystem services or biodiversity that is relevant to at least 1/3™ of
its total biodiversity / ecosystem services can be considered to have fulfilled the
Convention requirements.

9. Para 1.5.5 on page 20

Thewor ds oéinnovative debt based fi

ancing
words 6environment al fiscal ref or ms [

n
6 in par
10. Para 1.9.8 on page 29

The words oOfor a few countries on a pil
words o6first calcul ated©.

11. Para 1.12.9 on page 33

The following sentence may be inserted after the sentence starting from
OEf f ec t-4-v-e--—-dussmeest i ¢ resources. o6 O0The | atter
we |l | chosen case studiesbo

12. Para 1.12.11 on page 34
The alternative formulatio n pr op o s &latonal seports And surveys
required by the Conference of the Parties may confirm figures sourced from Rio

markers and the Creditor Reporting System (CRS) of the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Devel opment . o

13.Para 1.13.6 on page 35

This para may be ref or mul at ed as: 6Subsidies red
objectives also include those subsidies received by non-governmental entities of
biodiversity financing, as defined by the 1In

The re-formulation is suggested since all redirected subsidies do not go to
NGOs. There could be situations where such subsidies are redirected to local public
utilities and other related entities. Moreover, in our country very often the subsidies
are for livelihood of the local people.

14.Para 1.13.9 on page 36

The wor 6for a select group of countri

ds
6cal cul at ed©o

15. Para 1.14.8 on page 38
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It is inconceivable that new and innovative financial mechanisms will be
introduced every year or every two years. Hence the reformulation can be as
f ol | &ovsationad planning and monitoring purposes, this indicator may be
calcul ated periodically and operated wu

16. Para 1.15.11 on page 40
Thewordséand mechani smsd may be removed
17. Para 4.2.2 in Annexure on page 88

The proposal is loaded with suggestions that involve structural policy
changes in biodiversity providing countries, and would lead to ruffling
sensitivities. The paragraph therefore needs reformulation.

[I. Document UNEP/CBD/SRM/Indicators/2

For this indicator-based questionnaire survey, there is a need to have some
normalization in terms of for example, area of the country, GDP, population etc.
Otherwise, the results emanating from the survey would not be comparable, for
example how would you compare size of this effort and the need for this effort.

Some specific suggestions for improving the language of the text in this
document are given below. The comments given on indicators in document
UNEP/CBD/SRM/Indicators/1 are also relevant here.

1. Para 1l on page 6
The timelines for responding to the questionnaires need to be adjusted to reflect

the fact that the prerequisite for successfully responding to the 2012 questionnaire is the
requirement of dedicated staff at both national and global levels.

pon de

from

A

Further t heel iwoircdasl ¢ and financiall yd may

redundancy and sensitivity.
2. Para 25 on page 10

This last sentence in para 25 may be re-formulat e d a s : 60Subsi
biodiversity objectives also include those subsidies received by non-governmental
entities of biodiversity financing, as defined by the Implementation Guidelines on
|l ndi cator so.

The re-formulation is suggested since all redirected subsidies do not go to
NGOs. There could be situations where such subsidies are re-directed to local public

di es r
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utilities and other related entities to enable them execute biodiversity conservation
activities.
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CHINA, RECEIVED ON 2 1 NOVEMBER 2011

Subject: Submissions by China on the Draft Documents on Indicators for the
Strategy for Resource Mobilization

l. General Comments to the Resource Mobilization for the Implementation of the
Convention

We hold the position that the text on the financial resources, in particularly the Paragraph
4 of Article 20, of the Convention shall be highlighted, and serve as the guidance to all
discussions on the critical issue of resource mobilization under the Convention. As
agreed by COP 10, the extent to which developing country Parties will effectively
implement the Strategic Pian of 2011-2020 will depend on effective implementation by
developed country Parties of their commitments under this Convention related to financial
resources and transfer of tachnology. Therefore, the obligations and commitments of
developed countries should be reiterated in this document.

li. Proposals to the Methodological and Implementation Guidance for the
“Indicators for Monitoring the lmplementa’aon of the Convention's Strategy for
Resource Mobilization”

1. We would like to suggest the Secretariat to develdp Guidelines on Data Collection and
Accounting, and assist Parties in this regards, especially on resources from the pnvate
sector, NGOs and the public.

2. As to the deadline of submission, it is suggested to change the deadline of submission
from the proposed January 15, 2012 to February 29, 2012 given such heavy workload
and limited time available.

3. As to the time scale of baseline data, it was proposed in the document that Parties
submit data for the year of 2010 or years before and after that. China supports to collect
data for the period from 2006 to 2010 given that one year data may not accurately reflect
the trend of inputs into biodiversity related sector at both national and global levels.

4. As to the “Figure 1. Types of intemnational Financial Flows” in para31-33, Page 7-8, it
is proposed to further divide other public funds into that from developed countries and
that from developing countries, inciuding through South-South Cooperation.
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Ill. Specific Proposais for the Preliminary Reporting Framework

1. For “Information (both qualitative and quantitative, including in monetary terms) on the
role of specific initiatives including those relating to technical cooperation, and innovative
financing mechanism” in the Para 1l (4) in Page 14, we would like to propose to add a
footnote stating that data described in Il (4) may duplicate that described in 1l (1) and (2).

And the Parties have the right to determine and clarify the scale and amount of the
initiatives counted.

2. We would like to seek clarification on “Category C: sustainable use and management”
and “Calegory D. sustainable production and consumption”. The explicit meanings of
these terms under the framework of CBD need to be included in.

3. As for “"Access and Benefit Sharing” mentioned in the column of Category B and
Activities considered, clarification should be made if it is referred to Access and Benefit
Sharing of genetic resources.
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JAPAN, RECEIVED ON 6 DECEMBER 2011

Suggestions and commetats the Methodological and Implementation Guidahnaer t he HAi ndi cat
monitoring the implementatiomf t he Conventionés strategy for
Government of Japan

With regard to the Notification 2041190 which requests Parties to review the aboeationed draft
guidance, the Government of Japan provides following suggestio®aments.

The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) secretariat has prepared Metlyickdland
Implementation Guidance, which provides effective means in capturing the stedgsuce

mobilization by categorizing necessary information and biodiversiatedactivities. Japan expects
further elaboration of the Guidance and PrelimirReportingFramework, because this type of guidance
could be useful in figuring out the global trendlué strategy for resource mobilization.

It should be noted that the present Framework has many points which are difficultPartiee to
describe. dpan concerns that, if the present Framework were utilized tmferpiate review and
discussion, Parties would not be able to achieve required ressiitisérof enormous administrative
efforts. Japan, through the process of preparing recemission®f its view on indicators of resource
mobilization and innovative financiatechanisms, has found that collecting information on resource
mobilization is a challengintask, for which an effective reporting framework must be fully elaborated.
Japan believ&that, the reporting framework needs to be refined in order for all Parties to submit
completedata based on the present framework and objectives of strategy of resource mobilization (to
substantially enhance international financial flows and domestitirfgrior biologicaldiversity in order

to achieve a substantial reduction of the current funding gaps in supfiteteifective implementation

of the Convention's three objectives and the 2010 target).

The section firevi ew ofi stihoben iXW di cdtlorosmaagdvenapse d uitn t
among indicators. In this respect, the Preliminary Reporting Framé#oriex ) of the Guideline may

contribute to avoiding overlaps and providing calculati@thods for some indicators. To imprdbe

framework for actual use, it is desirable thamme ambiguous points, like how to avoid or accommodate
overlapping, are to be madkarer before information submission by Parties.

Grasping OOF on biodiversity, private and market financial flowsrately is a difficulttask. There are
also uncertainties on what kind of information Parties should providadimators 14 and 15 related to
the Nagoya Protocol. Consequently, further consideratiohelaboration are needed for filling out items
of the present Framework, and informatigathering should be initiated after its further revision. Specific
examples should also Ipeesented as much as possible on the information to be provided for each
indicator.

The section on fi nirfdioatorsand rational for therdperthgr faomme wohrek (I 11 ) ©
suggests the idea of dividing the Preliminary Reporting Frameworkévieral sections. Although this

method as a whole is considered useful for Parties, furtiggpvement is necessary becauagiBs may

not be able to effectively fill out all theections of the Framework. As for the item 4.2.1, it is difficult to

define subsidies harmfultoi odi ver sity as fAremoved, reformed or
been prepareby OECD for the prpose of identifying harmful subsidies, this is not ready for an

immediateuse to smoothly submit information on strategy for resource mobilization. Thadddional

study should be conducted for incorporating existing tools into the Repbrangewok. It should be

also noted that there is a dialogue on fishery subsidies in the WTO regime.
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Taking such an ongoing dialogue into account, fishery subsidies need to be exclseleahsithat there

are some other issues, for which coordination with otbrventions anftameworks is needed. As to the

item 4.2. and 4.4., additional information is needegdether with specific examples, in order to judge

what information is required.

On the section of Acategorizamidomgof | Mlaaeghorh epoi ty
is divided into the categories from A to D. If this newly introduced classificaiéaonmes a part of the

Framework, there are some points for Parties to discuss and déeitikinds of categories are needed,
andhowtotti | i ze categorAccteidviitnyf o€lmag g iofni. c d&itS5i.on o6 i n th
up the actobased information witkthe activitybased information. Japan considers that whether actors

are fenvagenmeesal or notnd nofi Diefeaud at eDgeosrcire sptA ot o
identifying activities of CBD and the Strategic Plan. More acceptable definitiaredexjories need to be

formulated through discussion among Parties. There ar@wasiaps between Category D and A or C,

and these overlaps need to be solved befiiiizing the Framework.

On the section of Ai mplementation gtuheaadmicres t(iVt) WL, i ¢
mappingodé on its structure and Whaplesmnttad i prne mauri a ain
effective tool to avoid overlapping in counting, speoifiamples of other treaties need to be provided.

On the section of fAconsiderati on adsirableatssetithene (VI )

ibaselimatmeri aedh@n Abasel i ne ybeiagroerlyiinluencedddyer t o fia
conditions that may e xirsquiredtogathar multieanieforngagoa, thé . I f Pa
process will become more complicated &niddensome, for the press of collecting data imposes an

enormous burden on Parties.

There is a tradeff between accuracy of data and its collecting cost. Thereforgdvisable to have
sufficient discussion on deciding whether baseline years have satistgctiornd andvhether employing
fibaseline year so i scorsiggnatioo ghouldalsode given torthe dequeey ab theg h
Reporting Framework anchtegorization.

On the section of Anext steps and redheavyed i nitiat
administrative burden to submit information by using the present PrelinfRegnyrting Framework.

Considering that works on the strategic resource mobilization é@sei@itial step, current framework

needs several annotations indicating tfmtsome itemsParties can submit report with blank cells in the

reporting framework, if they think that tlgefinition of item is obscure. To avoid insufficient

consequence, Parties and CBé&xretariat have to work on the refinement toward an ideal ®epor

Framework in amppropriate forum including the WGRIland COP11.
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NORWAY, RECEIVED ON 22DECEMBER 2011

Submission from Norway on Notification 2011-019: Indicators for
the Strategy for Resource Mobilization

We acknowledge the work undertaken by the Secretariat to develop methodological
guidance and guidelines for the application of the indicators for resource mobilization.
The preliminary reporting framework is a useful tool for Parties, however there is still
room for improvements. Those 15 adopted indicators have inherent strengths and
weaknesses. Several of the indicators are overlapping. We therefore recommend
reassessing the justification of these indicators, and in case of direct overlap, we prefer
the removal of one of the indicators from the list. Special attention should be directed to
availability of data with the aim to reduce reporting burdens as limited technical and
institutional capacity is often ranked as one of the main constraints for reporting on
adopted indicators.

Indicator 1 Aggregated financial flows in a manner that avoids double
counting: This indicator is several aggregated numbers. To avoid double counting, we
would recommend it to be limited to the first three categories; a) Official development
Assistance (ODA) , b) Domestic budgets and c¢) Private sector, where Norad can
deliver the Norwegian data on ODA funds. ODA funding is channeled through d)NGOs
foundations and academia, e) International financing institutions, f) UN organizations,
funds and programs and i) technical cooperation. It can be difficult to extract the ODA
part from the private sector part (c) of the funding through NGOs foundations and
academia (d). An alternative solution might be to develop sub categories of the ODA
contribution.
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Indicator 2
i) Assessed the values of biodiversity in accordance with the Convention
ii)I[dentified and reported funding needs, gaps and priorities
iii) Developed national financial plans for biodiversity
iv) Been provided with the necessary funding and capacity building to
undertake the above activities

“Yes” or “no” approach would be sufficient to report on this indicator, however,
additional descriptive information would be preferable in order to allow Parties to report
on outcomes, achievement and challenges. The additional information will also
contribute to give a more nuanced picture as some countries may have not undertaken
some these activities yet, but are in a process of doing so.
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Indicator 3 Amount of domestic financial support, per annum, in respect of
those domestic activities which are intended to achieve the objectives of the
Convention: This indicator is overlapping with 1b, 1c and 1d, except the funds
provided as ODA. To avoid overlap, we recommend merging some of these indicators.

Indicator 7 Number of Parties that integrate considerations on biological
diversity and its associated ecosystem services in development plans,
strategies and budgets.

Using a simple “yes” or “no” would be sufficient however we see the added value of
additional information, such as description of to which extent considerations on
biological diversity is integrated in development plans.

Indicator 9 Amount and number of South-South and North South technical
cooperation and capacity building initiatives: Norad cannot easily retrieve these
data. Technical cooperation is classified in two forms of assistance; donor country
personnel or other technical assistance, but it is limited to projects that include capacity
building only. The technical cooperation that is included as a part of a program is not
included in these statistics. The number would thus not be reflecting the true amount of
expenditure in this area.

Indicator 11 Amount of resources from all sources from developed countries
to developing countries to contribute to achieving the Conventions objectives:
This indicator is overlapping with indicator 1 and 12.

Indicator 12 Amount of financial resources from all sources from developed to
developing countries towards implementation of the Strategic Plan for
Biodiversity 2011-2020:
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This indicator is overlapping with indicator 1 and 11. It is important that the indicators
are easy to interpret, that the information is easily available and that they are not
overlapping. We would thus recommend that the ODA relevant part of indicator 1, 11
and 12 is formulated as one single indicator.

Indicator 13 Resources mobilized from the removal or phase out of incentives,
including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity, which could be used for the
promotion or positive incentives, including but not limited to innovative
financial mechanism:

We do not have existing data sets or monitoring systems to provide data for these
indicators.

Indicator 14 Number of initiatives, and respective amounts, supplementary to
the financial mechanism established under Article 21, that engage Parties and
relevant organizations in new and innovative financial mechanisms, which
consider intrinsic values and other values of biodiversity, in accordance with
the objectives of the Convention : This information is not available in the Norad
database.

Indicator 15 Number of access and benefit sharing initiatives and
mechanisms, consistent with the Convention and when in effect, with the
Nagoya protocol, including awareness-raising, that enhances resource
mobilization: Information about private access and benefit sharing initiatives and
mechanisms is lacking.
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MYANMAR, RECEIVED ON JUNE 22, 2012

3.1 - National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP) has been preparedheit@EF
financing US$ 103,000 in collaboration with UNEP.

- In 2010, the projects on Biodiversity Conservation and Promoting Protected Area
Management were implemented in Inlay Lake Wildlife Sanctuary, Indawgui Lake Wildlife Sanctuary,
Lampi Marine National Park and Alaungdaw Kathapa National Park with US$ 43,600 contribution from
ASEAN CENTER For BIODIVERSITY (ACB).

- From 2007 to 2010 Inventory Project on Myanmar amphibians and reptiles was completed in
collaboration wih the California Academy of Sciences (CAS) of the United States of America with the
financial assistance of US$ 71922.27.

- The USA based Wildlife Conservation Society (WCS) of country programme spent some
US$ 397928 for biodiversity coassation from 2007 to 2010 in Myanmar.

- Italy based INSTITUTO OIKS spent soreor EUR 50820 in Lampi Marine National Park
for biodiversity conservation.

3.7 Myanmar spent average of US$ (0.858) million every year for biodiversitseceation from 2007
2010.
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ETHIOPIA, RECEIVED O N 29JUNE 2012

PRELIMINARY REPORTING FRAMEWORK ( Microsoft ward 2007)
. INTRODUCTION

Ethiopian Institute of Biodiversity Conservation has filed the Preliminary Reporting Framework sent
by the CBD Secretat intended to be used by Parties in the period -2017P for

Providing data on resource mobilization according to the indicators adopted in decision X/3.

IBC Ethiopia has provided resource mobilization data for the period of 2006 to 2010 yearswadl sho
un average on 2010.

The average data for the year 2010 for regions and municipals financial data is not available and we here
with provide you with the best estimate.

Et hi opiabs financial year i s JulancatemdarJThecerencsBut we
used for this report is US Dollars. Because of the data limitation most of the figures are based on best
estimates.

Identification of respondent

Country: Ethiopia Name of respondenTesfaye Bidika

Please indicate on whoseHalf this is being | National Focal Point

completediBC Director General, Dr. o Focal point for resource mobilization

Gemedo Dale. o Other. Please specifiplanning and
programming Department Directorate
Director.

Title and Department of respondent :

Planning and programming Department
Directorate Director

Organization of respondenBC, Ethiopia

Email addresseseba@yahoo.co.uk

Telephone contact: 251 0922836772

Date of completion and submission of
completed
framework:June 29, 2012

1. Information on International Flows of Financial Resources

This section of the Framework relates to the flows of financial resource<Osources to

Ethiopia. The amount of resources provided in support of biodiversity in Ethiopia through ODA, other
public funds, private/market mechanisars estimatedas below.

Data provided are for multiple years 20P81Q but the average is used.



UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/INF/

Pageb6

Year: 2010

Currency: USD

Year (2010)
average (2006
2010)

Currency USD(in thousands)0

Type of financial

Activity categories

flows Total

Category A: Category B: Category C: Category D:

Biodiversity Policy Sustainable use | Sustainable

protection development and management.| production and

and consumption
administration

Amoun | Confid | Amoun | Confid | Amount | Confid | Amou | Confide | Amount | Confid

t ence t ence ence nt nce ence
1.10ffic | 1.1.1 460000| mediu | 300000| mediu | 457680 | mediu | 25000 | medium | 1467680 med
ial Bilater m m m 0 ium
Develop | al
ment
Assistan| 1.1.2 800000 | mediu | 400000| mediu | 603800 | mediu | 30000 | medium | 2103800 med
ce Multila m m m 0 ium

teral

1.20ther public | 20000 | low 10000 | low 5000 low 5000 | low 40000 | low
funds
1.3Private/ No No No data No No data
Market data data data
1.4Not for profit | 25000 | low 20000 | low 10000 | low 12000 | low 67000 low
organizations
Total: 130500 730000 1076480 56700 3,678,48

0 0 0

Comments:

Getting data in these category is limited/or none existence. Therefore, it is the combination of
existing data and estimates used to produce these data

2. Information on theAvailability of Financial Resources in Ethiopia.
Financial resources that were available to implement the Convention and its Strategic Plan in Ethiopia
from local sources during the 2010 period ,but an estimated average for 2010 is as follows.

Year: 2010 Average

Currency USD

Source

Activity categories4

Total/year 2010
average/

Category A:
Biodiversity

Category B:
Policy

Category C:
Sustainable

Category D:
Sustainable
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protection development use production
and and and
administration | management. | consumption
Amoun | Conf | Amoun | Confi | Amoun | Con | Amoun | Conf | Amoun | Confi
tin idenc | t dence | t fide |t idenc | t dence
thousa | e in in nce |in e in
nd thousa thousa thousa thousa
nd nd nd nd
2.1: 211 1500. | high | 1000. | high 1750. | high | 1500. | high | 5750 high
Govern | Central
ment
budget | 2.1.2 500 low 200. low 550. low | 340. low 1590 low
S State/Provi
ncial
(estimaté
22.3 160 low | 140 low 200 low | 102 low | 602 low
local/Muni
cipal
2.2Private/ Market | 20 low |15 low 25 low | 30 low |90 low
2.30ther (NGOs, 140 low | 160 low 120 low | 180 low | 600 low
founddion, and
academia)
Total: 2320 1515 2645 2152 8632
Comments: the regions and municipal financial resource used for biodiversity conservation is
estimated. There is no record for the amount used for any ohe categories.

3. Information on the steps being taken to implement the strategy for resource mobilization
This section of the Framework addresses initiatives which are important in enabling access to
financial resources for biodiversity activities.
Our country has implemented some of the activities, but no recorded data found.

Steps Year Description of | Results
initiated/ support achieved
completed received for the | (if

step applicable
(if applicable)

3.1 Assessment{ No data| No data No data

of the values of

biodiversity

3.2 No data | No data No data
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Identification
and reporting
funding

needs, funding
gaps and
funding
priorities

3.3 No data| No data No data
Development of
national
financial

plans for
biodiversity

3.4 Integréed No data| No data No data
consideration of
biodiversity and
ecosystem
services in
development
plans and
strategies

3.5Country No data | No data No data
integrated
consideration of
biodiversity and
ecosystem
services in
national budgets

Comments: even though some activities are undertaken there is no data wh
shows the activities implemented.

4. Information on Specific Issues Related to Resource Availability
This section of the Framework contains questions related to severalcsizsciéis including: technical
cooperation; Soutsouth cooperation; innovative financial mechanisms; and access and benefit sharing.

4.1: Technical cooperation, capacity building and Sotouth Cooperation/Developed countries/
There is no data to fill the table. /or not applicable/

Year: 20062010/ 2010 estimated average Currency: USD

Type of initiative | Number Amount Confidence Description

4.1.1North-South
technical

cooperation and
capacity building
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provided

4.1.2Supoort to
SouthSouth
technical
cooperation

& capacity
building through
triangular
cooperation

Comments:

Not applicable

In order to indicate the number of technical cooperation and capacity building initiatives that
support biodiversity from which we have received resources and the numbers of initiatives that
have been financed by our country. There is no data to fill the table, but we put estimates.

Year: Currency:

Type of initiative | Number Amount Confidence Description
4.1.3North-South | 4/Estimated/ 1000,000 low Capacity building ;
technical Experience
cooperation and exchange
capacity building

received

4.1.4SouthSouth | 6/Estimated/ 750,000 low Capacity building ;
technical Experience
cooperation & exchange
capacity

building received

from other

developing

countries

4.1.5SouthSouth | 8/Estimated/ 1200,000 low Capacity building ;

technical
cooperation and
capacity building
Provided

17

Experience
exchange

Comments: this is estimate

4.2 Resources raexl through reform of incentives and subsidi€Ehere is no data to fill the table.

Year. 2006 2010 Average

Currency:
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Incentives Value Description
4.2.1Removed, reformed or No data No data
phaseebut

4.2.2Positive incentives No data No data

24 introduced

Comments : No data

4.3 New and innovative financial mechanism;

Year:

2010 estimated average

Currency: USD

Type of Initiative

Amount

How the intrinsic
and all other
values

of biodiversity
have been
reflected

Description

Biodiversity
Planning

350,000

o NBASP
development
0 CHM related
activities

Access and Benefit Sharing
of Genetic Resources

300,000

ABS frameworks

Safeguarding
biodiversity

2,000,000

0 in situ/ex situ
conservation

o Protected areas

0 Maintaining genetic
diversity

0 Addressing threats
from invasive alien
species

0 Addressing threats
to specific
ecosystems and/or
species

Sustainable management 0
ecosystems

850,000

0 Sectoral measures
to promote
biodiversity
conservation and
sustainable use within
productive sectors
(agriculture, forestry,
aquaculture, fisheries,
etc)

0 Sectoral measures
to conserve water
and prevent pollution

Measures in the
wider economy and

500,000

o Planning, fiscal
and regularity

é
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society measures to promote
sustainable
consumption and
production

0 Broad scale public
awareness and
education measures

Total 4000000

4.4 Access and benefit sharing of genetic resources initiatives and meamarisnsistent with the
Convention

Please indicate the number of access and benefit sharing of genetic resources initiatives and
Mechanisms your country has undertaken that enhance resource mobilization:

Initiative Description (including how resource mobilzation is enhanced)

Comments: Data shortage

5. Activity Classification

For the resource classification mentioned in sections 1 and 2 above please indicate which types of
initiatives you have considered under each categon brief descripion of each of the categories as

well as an indicative list of the actions that could be considered under each category is provided below.
Please select all that apply. Please also list any additional activities considered under each category.

Activity classification

Category A Category B Category C Category D

Activities Activities Activities Activities
Default where related to related to related to
Description biodiversity policy sustainable usg sustainable

protection development | and production and

is the main and sustainable consumption

purpose, administration | management | where

such as carried out in | that the

activities part or have ce responsibiliy

funded by entirely by benefits for lies

environmental | environmental | biodiversity. with multiple

agencies that | agencies Activities government

directly Activities under this entities,

and related ® category the private

intentionally Articles 69 would sector and

impact and 1221 generally be | the general

biodiversity. of the lead by public.
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Activities Convention as | agencies Activities
related to well Targets 9, | outside of the | related to
Articles 69 11-13 environmental | Articles 11 and
and 1221 and1620 of sector 12-
of the the Activities 21of the
Convention as | Strategic Plan | related to Convention
well Targets 9, Articles 8, 10 | as well Targets
11-13 and 11 1-4 of
and1620 of of the the Strategic
the Convention as | Plan
Strategic Plan well Targets 5
8, 10,
14 and 15 of
the
Strategic Plan
Activities Safeguarding | Biodiversity Sustainable Measures in
considered biodiversity Planning management | the
(Please check | in situ/ex situ | o NBASP of wider
those that conservation | development | ecosystems economy and
apply) o Protected 0 CHM related | o Sectoral society
Safeguarding | areas activities measures o Planning,
biodiversity 0 Maintaining | Access and to promote fiscal
genetic Benefit biodiversity and regularity
diversity Sharing of conservation | measures to
0 Addressing | Genetic and promote
threats Resources sustainable usq sustainable
from invasive | o ABS within consumption
alien frameworks productive and
species sectors production
0 Addressing | Biosafety (agriculture, o Broad scale
threats 0 Biosafety forestry, public
to specific frameworks aguaculture, | awareness and
ecosystems fisheries, education
and/or etc) measures
species o Sectoral
measures

to conserve
water

and prevent
pollution
Land use and
climate
related
activities

0 Managing
land use

to protect
biodiversity,
mitigate

climate

é
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change and
increase
resilience

Additional
activities
(Please add
additional
activities not
already
included in the
row above)

AppendixHOW THE INDICATORS CONTAINED IN DECISION X/3 ARE COVERED BY THE
DATA FIELDS IN THE PRELIMINARY REPORTING FRAMEWORK

Indicators from decision X/3 Relevant Explanation and further notes

data field in

the

reporting

framework
1. (a) Official 1.1 1.1Includes bilateral).1.1) and
Aggregated | Development multilateral
financial Assistance (ODA); 1.12.2
flows, in the | (b) Domestic budgets| 2.1 2.1Includes government agencies and
amount and | at all levels other publically funded enties at three
where levels of government:
relevant central/national/federal 2.1.7),
percentage, state/provincial 2.1.2) and
of local/municipal 2.1.3).
biodiversity | (c) Private sector; 2.2 and 1.3 | 2.2indicates total available from
related private/market sources].3indicates
funding, per international flows of puate/market
annum, for resources
achieving (d) Nonngovernmental | 2.3 and 1.4 | 2.3indicates total available from non
the | organizations, profit organizations not already include
I 2y @S Y| foundations, and above;
three academia 1.4indicates international flows of such
objectives, resources
in-a manner | (e) Internationa 111 .1.1Included within multilateral ODA.
that avoids | financial institutions; This date from countries will be
double supplemented by information to be
counting, gathered by the CBD Secretariat from
both in total the organizations concerned and made
and in,inter available to Parties for their review
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Indicators from decision X/3 Relevant Explanation and further notes
data field in
the
reporting
framework
alia, the f) United Nations 1.1.1
following organizations, funds
categories: | and programmes
(g) NorODA public | 1.2
funding;1.2
(h) SoutkSouth 4.1
cooperation initiatives
(i) Technical 4.1
cooperation;
2. Number | (a) Assessed values g 3.1
of countries | biodiversity, in
that have: accordance with the
Convention;
(b) Identified and 3.2
reported funding
needs, gaps and
priorities
(c) Developed nationg 3.3
financial plans for
biodiversity;
(d) Been provided 3
with the necessary
funding and capacity
building to undertake
the above activities
2(less 1) Includes all
domestic
sources 2.1
+2.2+2.3)
less, for
developing
countries,
that
received
from other
countries
1)

3. Amount of domestic financial

é
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Indicators from decision X/3

Relevant
data field in
the
reporting
framework

Explanation and further notes

support, per annum, in respect of
those domestic activities which are
intended to achieve the objectives o
this Convention;

4. Amount of funding provided None Global indicator, Information to be
through the Global Environment gathered by the CBD Secretariat from
Facility and allocated to biodiversity GEF Secratiat and made available to
focal area; Parties for their review

pd® [ S@PSEt 2F /.5 |None Global indicator;, Information to be

to other financial institutions that gathered by the CBD Secretariat and
promote replication and scalingp of made available to Parties for their
relevant successful financial review

mechanisms and instruments;

6. Number of international financing| None Global indicatorg Information to be

institutions, United Nations
organizations, funds and
programmes, and the development
agencies that report to the
Development Agstance Committee
of Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development
(OECD/DAC), with biodiversity and
associated ecosystem services as a
crosscutting policy

gathered by the CBD Secretariat from
the institutions concerned and made
available to Parties for their review

7. Number of Parties that integrate
considerations on biological diversity
and its associated ecosystem servic|
in development plans, strategies ant
budgets;

3.4and3.5

8. Number of Soutfsouth
cooperation initiatives conducted by
developing country Parties and thos
that may be supported by other
Parties and relevant partners, as a
complement to necessary North
South cooperation;

4.1

9. Amount and number of South

South and NortkSouth technical

4.1
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Indicators from decision X/3 Relevant Explanation and further notes
data field in
the
reporting
framework
cooperation and capacitguilding
initiatives that support biodiversity;
10. Number of global initiatives that | None Global indicator, Information to be

heighten awareness on the need for
resource mobilization for biodiversity

gathered by tle CBD Secretariat and
made available to Parties for their
review

11. Amount of financial resources
from all sources from developed
countries to developing countries to
contribute to achieving the

| 2y @SyliA2yQa 2062

These two indicators are regardes
equivalent for the period of Strategic
Plan 2011 2020.

12. Amount of financial resources
from all sources from developed
countries to developing countries
towards the implementation of the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011
2020;

13. Resourcesobilized from the
removal, reform or phaseut of
incentives, including subsidies,
harmful to biodiversity, which could
be used for the promotion of positive
incentives, including but not limited
to innovative financial mechanisms,
that are consistent anth harmony
with the Convention and other
international obligations, taking into
account national social and econom
conditions;

4.2

14. Number of initiatives, and
respective amounts, supplementary
to the financial mechanism
established under Article 21ihat
engage Parties and relevant
organizations in new and innovative
financial mechanisms, which consid
intrinsic values and all other values

biodiversity, in accordance with the

4.3

é
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Indicators from decision X/3 Relevant Explanation and further notes
data field in
the
reporting
framework

objectives of the Convention and th¢
Nagoya Protocol on Access to Gene
Resources and the Fair and Equitab
Sharing of the Benefits Arising out 0
Their Utilization;

15. Number of access and benefit
sharing initiatives and mechanisms,
consistent with the Convention and,
when in effect, with the Nagoya
Protocol on Acces®tGenetic
Resources and the Fair and Equitab
4.4Sharing of the Benefits Arising o
of Their Utilization, including
awarenesgaising, that enhance
resource mobilization;
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NORWAY, RECEIVED ON 29JUNE 2012

As a general comment we would like to underline that this was a challenging task, one main
concern, having the strategic plan in mind is; “what is resources for biodiversity™. Direct
biodiversity, indirect biodiversity etc. We realize that it will be difficult to compare the numbers
given, but we do hope that the submissions will help in providing the overview needed.

Content
1. Background

4. National budget - Ministry of ENVIFONMENT ..........ccoooiiiiiiiii e 5
5. Regional budgets

5.1 COUNLY GOVEINOL ..o e e s s s 7
5.2C0UNLY COUNCIIS ..eeiiiiiiiiitieee ettt e e e et e e e e s et e e e e e e e s s n e e e e e e eeeeeens 8

6. National budget - Ministry of Agriculture and FOOd.............cccccccvii e, 9
7. National budget - Ministry of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs ............ccoooe oo, 10
8. National budget - Ministry of Transport and CommuNiCatioNS ............cevvvveeveeereeereeeeeeeeeeeees. 10
9. National budget - Ministry of DEfeNnCe ... 11
10. Official Development Assistance (ODA)

11The Nor wegian Governmentodos International CI

12.EEA Grants and Norway Grants

mat €
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1. Background

Summarizing biodiversity related funding has historically been a part of Norwegian politics. In the 1980s and 1990s, the Ministry of Environment
annually published a Green booklet on environmental measures in the budget proposition. The last publication was in 1997. The Green booklet
presented an overview of environmental initiatives in all government departments, including references to specific issues. From 1999 the Green
booklet was replaced by a white paper, the Report on the State of the Realm, which was published every second year until 2007. However, in
contrast to the Green booklet, the white paper did not present budgetary figures.

A brief overview of environmental measures i each of the government departments was origially a part of the Green booklet. This was pursued in

the white paper and is presently a part of the Ministry of Environment’s budget proposition. However, today’s overview 1s a less comprehensive
version of the earlier Green booklet. The following report is a more detailed review of Norwegian biodiversity funding.

2. General notes on methodologv and scope

¢ Official budgets and input from relevant sectors have been used when compiling this information. With this procedure we are able to get
comparable information from vear to vear, but the degree of CBD-relevance is more difficult to assess.

e The report is based on existing information from recent budgets, national accounts, as well as national reporting systems (KOSTRA) and
reporting according to the OECD DAC system.

¢ The vear of reference is in most cases set to 2010. Figures from the Ministrv of Environment, the Ministiv of Foreign Affairs and County
councils are presented from 2006 to 2010.

¢ Numbers are presented in NOK, except for EEA grants and Norway grants (chapter 12).

Thematic scope

* The study presents activities that both directly and indirectly contribute to biodiversity conservation. Activities that indirectly enhance
biodiversity conservation (e.g. pollution control, waste management, climate mitigation, compensation for loss of pastoral stocks to large
carnivores) are included in the ficures as these would often be hard to separate from more direct biodiversity measures.

¢ Likewise, biodiversity protection on the one hand, and policy development and administration on the other hand, are not separated in the
figures as budget figures very often cover both.

¢ Qutdoor recreation is a common activity in Norway and contributes to increased knowledge and understanding of biodiversity values.
Management of outdoor recreational areas is important to stimulate such activities and is therefore considered to contribute to CBD'’s
objectives. Expenditures related to outdoor recreation are included in both national and regional figures.

¢ In Norway, management of cultural heritage is part of the Ministry of Environment's budget. Since this issue is not covered by the CBD
objectives, these expenditures are not included in the report, except for personnel and administrational resources which are difficult to
separate from aggregated budget figures.

¢ The Norwegian Government’s Climate and Forest Initiative is the single most significant Norwegian contribution to improve conditions for
biodiversity. However, as the initiative works on several levels, and with focus on the broad aspect of reducing emissions from deforestation
and degradation, it is hard to estimate how much of the total that benefits biodiversity. The budget is therefore treated separately in the
study.

Administrative levels
¢ Data from sector budgets are included from the following government departments:
o Ministry of Agriculture and Food
o Ministiv of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs
o Ministiy of Transport and Communications
o Ministry of Defence
o Ministiy of Foreign Affairs
o Data from the Ministry of Petroleum and Energy is not available due to lack of reporting.

o Data from the Ministry of Education and Research has not been included. However, the Ministry covers relevant expenditures on the
Biodiversity Information Centre and different nature museums.

¢ Financial resources on biodiversity and the sustainable use of natural resources in sector budgets are often aggregated together with other
expenditures. In some of these cases detailed expenditure information on biodiversity related issues were not available. Since government
departments have reported quite differently, comparison between sectors is not feasible. Each department budget is therefore presented
separately.

¢ Funding within the environmental sector, on national and regional level, is summarized in chapter 3 and split by national and regional
figures in chapter 4 and 5.



UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/INK
Pager0

¢ Biodiversity related expenditures at County governor level are integrated in national budget figures, but personnel resources are estunated

separately (chapter 5.1).

¢ Municipal budgets are not included in the report as financing is allocated as general block grants and biodiversity expenditures may vary

greatly between municipalities.

¢ Financial resources from private business, organizations, foundations and academia are not included in the report as data sampling would

have been very time-consuming.

3. Environmental budgets

The table summarizes biodiversity related funding within the environmental sector. This comprises budget figures from the Ministry of
Environment (chapter 4), the County governor (chapter 5.1) and the County councils (chapter 5.2). Numbers are not accurate as personnel
resources are estimates, based on man-year converted to expenditures, and as figures from County councils are extracted from a national reporting

system in which reporting may vary to some extent.

Ministry of Environment, County Average NOK
governor, County councils NOK (2006)| NOK (2007)| NOK (2008)| NOK (2009)| NOK (2010) (2006-2010)
Nature management measures™ 1443 425 681 1763 801312 2 067 483 640 2 567 273 000 2 589 615 000 2086 319 727
Pollution control measures** 732060 778 594 356 418 641 216 525 630 237 500 751 155 000 679 805 244
Environmental tasks in County councils 23 248 000 38 359 000 42 453 000 57 792 000 73 50T 000 47 071 800
Environmental measures in the polar
regions 178 207 000 198 248 000 217 859 000 263 163 000 284 615 000 228 418 400
Total 2 376941 460| 2594 764 730 | 2 969 012 165 | 3 568 465 500| 3 698 892 000| 3041615171

*Total amount of measures related to nature management at national level, from the Ministry of Environment and County governor (FAD, chapter

1510)

** Total amount of measures related to pollution control at national level, from the Ministry of Environment and County governor (FAD, chapter

1510 and fee-financed personnel)

4. National budget - Ministrv of Environment

The table presents national accounts for nature management, pollution control and environmental measures in the polar region in Norway from

2006 to 2010. Figures include salaries and administration costs.

In Norway, cultural heritage conservation is part of the Ministiy of Environment’s budget. Since this issue is not covered by the CBD's objectives,
these project expenditures are not included, i.e. Directorate for Cultural Heritage (chap 1429) and Svalbard’s Cultural Heritage fund (chap 1432).
However, personnel and administrative costs related to cultural heritage conservation are included. Likewise, the Norwegian Mapping Authority
and the process of registering rights to real properties (chap 1465 an 2465) are not included in the figures.

Environmental activities NOK (2008)] NOK (2007)]  NOK (2008) NOK (2000)|  NOK (2010)
1. Nature management measures 1327 231 000 1646 751 000 1945 543 000 2442 143 000 2457 540 000
2. Pollution control measures 661 630 000 534 120 000 568 532 000 600 940 000 663 405 000
3. Environmental measures in the polar regions 178 207 000 198 248 000 217 859 000 263 163 000 284 615 000
Total 2167 118000 2379119000 2 731934 000| 3306 246 000| 3405 560 000

Below are examples of activities for each category is presented:

1.Nature management measures (Chap 1400, 1410, 1425, 1426, 1427)

- Protected areas and management of protected areas
- Forest conservation

- Management of cultural landscapes

- Management of large carnivores®

- Management of wild salmon

- Harvest management of game population and inland fish stocks

- Watercourse management

- Management of marine and coastal ecosystems
- Outdoor recreation

- Knowledgebase, Nature Diversity Index

- Municipal, county and regional planning

- International agreements
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- Environmental research and monitoring
- Nature Inspectorate (SNO)

*72 859 000 NOK - compensation for loss of sheep to large carnivores in 2010

71 533 000 NOK - compensation for loss of reindeer to large carnivores m the herding season 2010,/2011
In total: 144 392 000 NOK compensation for loss of pastoral stocks to large carnivores (Rovbase)

Budget expenditures on preventive measures and conflict mitigation are approximately 68 000 000 NOK.

2.Pollution control measures (Chap 1441, 1445, 1447, 1448)
- Air pollution
- Hazardous substances
- Contamination of seabed sediments
- Radioactive pollution
- Waste management
- Public purchasing regulations
- Shipping
- Climate mitigation measures
- Climate adaption measures
- Knowledgebase
- Mumicipal, county and regional planning
- International agreements
- Environmental research and monitoring

3.Environmental measures in the polar regions (Chap 1471, 1472, 1473, 1474)
Norwegian Polar Institute

- Svalbard's Environmental Protection Fund
- Radioactive pollution
- High North Research Centre for Climate and the Environment (Fram Centre)
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5. Regional budgets

5.1 County governor

Biodiversity related expenditures at County governor level are integrated in national budget figures as grants from the Ministry of Government
Administration, Reform and Church Affairs. The table presents the County governor’s expenditures on nature management and pollution control
from 2006 to 2010 for personnel resources. Figures on personnel resources are estimates, based on man-year converted to expenditures. One man-
vear including all costs, is estimated to be 750 000 NOK in 2010. There are totally 18 County governors in Norway.

County governor NOK (2006)| NOK (2007)| NOK (2008)| NOK (2009)] NOK (2010)
Nature management, man-years (FAD, 1510%) 175 171 173 172 176
Nature management, man-years, other funding** 16 19 22 42 50
Nature management man-years NOK (FAD 1510%) 116 194 681 117 050 312 121 940 640 125 130 000 132 075 000
Nature management, man-years NOK other funding** 11 449 027 14 456 142 25 730 468 68 585 215 86 434 936
Total nature management measures 127 643 708| 131 506 454 | 147 671 108|193 715 215| 218 509 936
Pollution control man-vears, (FAD, 1510*) 106 85 87 87 86
Pollution control man-years, other funding** 5 5 5 3
Pollution control man-vears, feefinanced*** 3 16 22 31
Pollution control man-years NOK, (FAD, 1510%) 70380778 58 182 904 61 393 725 63 292 500 64 500 000
Pollution control man-years in NOK, other funding™* 3319 848 3422 524 3 528 375 3 637 500 2250 000
Pollution control man-vears in NOK, fee-financed*** Not available 2003 514 11 290 800 16 005 000 23 250000
Total pollution control measures 73 700 626| 63 658 942 76 212 900| 82 935 000 90 000 000
Total nature management and pollution control
measures, County governor 201 344 335| 195 165 396| 223 884 008|276 650 215| 308 509 936

*Ministry of Government Administration, Reform and Church Affairs (FAD), budget chapter 1510

** Funding through the Ministry of Environment

***Personnel financed by fees related to pollution control of companies

5.2 County councils

According to a recent management reform, the Norwegian County councils are now responsible for water management, harvest management of
game population and inland fish stocks and outdoor recreation. These tasks were allocated to the 19 County councils on January 1= 2010.

The figures are based on KOSTRA-data and include salaries, administration and measures related to biodiversity conservation work. For some of

the County councils data is not available due to lack of reporting. In addition to the numbers below, some County councils have added own funding,

but these figures are not available in the national reporting database (KOSTRA).

County council NOK (2006)| NOK (2007)| NOK (2008)| NOK (2009)| NOK (2010)
0100 Ostfold fylkeskommune 3149 000 3 530 000 3 406 000 3 876 000 5 813 000
0200 Akershus fylkeskommune 3890 000 6056 000 8531 000 16 469 000 8 637 000
0300 Oslo Not reported Not reported Notreported | Not reported Not reported
0400 Hedmark fylkeskommune Not reported 3777000 3378 000 5597 000 Not reported
0500 Oppland fylkeskonmune 237 000 938 000 558 000 584 000 1285 000
0600 Buskerud fylkeskommune 2 861 000 3 487 000 4 430 000 4704 000 10 749 000
0700 Vestfold fylkeskommune 597 000 625 000 772 000 750 000 3 549 000
0800 Telemark fylkeskommune 6386 000 495 000 1152 000 1110 000 2 210 000
0900 Aust-Agder fylkeskommune 550 000 548 000 715 000 819 000 3 767 000
1000 Vest-Agder fylkeskommune 495000 663 000 1091 000 1785 000 1586 000
1100 Rogaland fylkeskommune 6 294 000 7 271000 6912 000 6159 000 10 914 000
1200 Hordaland fylkeskommune 2949 000 3 054 000 3 466 000 6125 000 10 707 000
1400 Sogn og Fjordane fylkeskommune Not reported Not reported Not reported Notreported | Not reported

1500 Mere og Romsdal fylkeskommune Not reported Not reported Not reported Notreported | Not reported

1600 Ser-Trendelag fylkeskommune 360 000 753 000 1233 000 1 600 000 905 000
1700 Nord- Trendelag fylleskommune 284 000 300 000 275000 325 000 622 000
1800 Nordland fylkeskommune Not reported 5757 000 5156 000 6358 000 9 099 000
1900 Troms fylkeskommune 696 000 1105 000 1 378 000 1531 000 2 830 000
2000 Finnmark fyllkeskommune Not reported Not reported Notreported| Notreported 834 000
Total 23 248 000| 38 359 000 42 453 000| 57 792 000 73 507 000
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6. National budget - Ministry of Agriculture and Food

The Ministiy of Agriculture and Food has the main responsibility for agricultural policy in Norway and budget expenditures are mainly targeted
towards management of these resources. Sustainable use and management of forest and agricultural resources are therefore primarily established
to promote business activity within the sector, but may also contribute to enhance biodiversity conservation. Expenditures that directly contribute
to biodiversity conservation within the sector are very hard to extract from budget figures. Measures given below are to some degree related to
biodiversity conservation, but are primarily targeted towards resource management.

Environmental activities NOK (2010)
Environmental research and innovation (includes climate, hiodiversity, organic farming and marine resources, chap 1137) 115 000 000
Conservation and use of genetic resources, environmental mapping and resource registration (chap 1139) 36 000 000
Enowledge transfer and development: agri-environment and rural development (chap 1141) 68 000 000
Management of agri-environmental activities (chap 1143) 16 000 000
Annual agricultural subsidy agreement, relevant budget posts (chap 1150, see table below) 3 475 900 000
Reindeer agreement: environmental management (chap 1151) 1000 000
Norweglan state-owned land and forest enterprise: accessibility and amenity management for public access (chap 1161) 10 000 000
Total 3 721 900 000

The figure below presents more detailed information from the annual agricultural subsidy agreement between the government and farmer’s unions.
Only measures that are related to biodiversity conservation are included.

Annual agricultural subsidy agreement, chapter 1150 NOK (2010)
Special agri-environmental projects: restoration of biological diversity, “SMIL” (Post 50.11) *72 000 000
Information and development measures for environment and water quality project in Morsa (Post 50.11) 11 000 000
Selected agricultural landscapes (Post 50.11) 8 000 000
UNESCO World Heritage Areas (Post 50.11) 3 000 000
Grazing areas for geese (internationally important migratory species) (Post 50.11) 2 500 000
Organic farming subsidies (Post 74.20) 116 000 000
Agri-environmental measures (management and maintenance), “RMP” (Post 74.19) **369 000 000
Agri-environmental base-payment (Farm environmental mapping and requirements) (Post 74.17) 3 106 900 000
Total 3 475 900 000

*B60 % of the total amount
**90% of the total amount

7. National budget - Ministrv of Fisheries and Coastal Affairs

Sustainable use and management of marine resources is mainly motivated for business purposes, but may also contribute to enhance biodiversity
conservation. Funding to promote biodiversity conservation within the sectors is therefore very difficult to define. The figure is restricted to display
expenditures with main focus on environmental considerations. Research related to climate and hazardous substances are reported separately as
they are indirectly linked to biodiversity conservation.

Biodiversity related activities cover 1.a.:
- Resourceresearch to promote sustainable harvesting of fish stocks (e.g. population monitoring programmes as a basis for sustainable
quotas)
- Measures to prevent escapes of farmed fish and to combat infection of wild salmon from sea lice
- Mapping of marine biodiversity through different programmes
- Follow up of the Water Framework Directive
- Measures against acute pollution

Environmental activities NOK (2010)
Biodiversity related activities 1 841 400 000
Research and monitoring of hazardous substances 76 100 000
Climate research 42 000 000
Total 1 959 500 000

8. National budget - Ministrv of Transport and Communications

Biodiversity financing from the Ministry of Transport and Communications include funding of national biodiversity mapping and monitoring
programmes, measures to control and combat invasive alien species, and biodiversity related research and development programmes.
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In addition, several measures against invasive alien species are a part of specific development and maintenance projects throughout the country.
Expenditures related to these projects are not available, but are roughly estimated to be between 0,3 mill and 1 mill NOK nationally (numbers from
the Norwegian Public Roads Administration). Lastly, biodiversity measures are also incorporated in individual development projects, but
quantifying these would not be feasible.

Environmental activities NOK (2012)
Mapping and monitoring of biodiversity 3000 000
Measures against invasive alien species 500 000
Research and development 1150 000
Total 4 650 000*

*3,00 mill NOK and 1,65 mill NOK from the Norwegian Public Roads Administration (“Statens Vegvesen”) and the Norwegian Railway Network
Admuinistration (“Jernbaneverket”) respectively.

9. National budget - Ministry of Defence

The Ministiy of Defence has many operations in natural areas which might be harmful to biodiversity. Activities listed below are mostly mitigation
measures to prevent further damage on biodiversity. In the figure activities that both directly and indirectly (mitigation), promote biodiversity
conservation are included.

Below examples of activities for each category is presented:

Biodiversity conservation and outdoor recreation
- Mapping and monitoring of biodiversity
- Management and environmental measures in military traming fields
- Measures to prevent ground and vegetation damage from military vehicles.
- Measures related to the establishment of a large military training field in Eastern Norway (“Regionfelt @stlandet”)

Clean oceans and freshwater, non-toxic environment
- Environmental measures related to run-off from airports

- Cleanup in harbours and naval bases of contammated seabed sediments with substances that are hazardous to health or the environment
- Management and environmental measures in military training fields
- Restoration of disused military training fields and other properties that will be realized for civil purposes

Research and development
- Environmental effects of the use of ammunition
- Restoration of disused military training fields in peatlands
- Low frequency sonar and effect on marine environment
- Development of leadless ammunition

Environmental activities NOK (2010)
Biodiversity conservation and outdoor recreation 24 800 000
Clean oceans and freshwater, non-toxic environment 131 804 000
Research and development 17 242 000
Total 173 846 000

10. Official Development Assistance (ODA)

Reporting on Norwegian development assistance follows the OECD-DAC system. With the DAC-marker biodiversity some figures can be provided.
Referring to the template, Norway provides figures for 1.1 ODA, category A and B. With regard to category C and D, figures are not presented as
the OECD-DAC system is not providing this type of information. Figures for 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 are not available (not ODA).

The Norwegian reporting on ODA is focusing on expenditure in which biodiversity is the main or significant objective (as compared to the other
sectors in which other indirect expenditures are included as well).

Norad, the Norwegian Agency for Development Cooperation, has a developed a system, “Norwegian Aid Statistics”, which gives easy access to all
official statistics about Norwegian development assistance from 1960 until today. Biodiversity is however not a specific search criteria in this system.
http:/ /www.norad.no/en/tools-and-publications /norwegian-aid-statistics

For the Norwegian Government's Forest and Climate Imitative, see chapter 11.
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The table presents Norwegian official development assistance in support of biodiversity form 2006 to 2010 (NOK 1000).

1000 NOK
1000 NOK| 1000 NOK| 1000 NOK 1000 NOK 1000 NOK Average
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010| 2006-2010
Bilateral? Biodiversity protection® 63 020 98 594 95 630 81017 98 882 87 429
Policy development and administration® 128 516 209 441 262 905 316 975 300 868 243 741
Multilateral® Biodiversity protection® 18 262 41179 48 547 28 141 78151 48 856
Policy development and administration® 192 452 141187 184 936 250 663 110671 175 982
Total 402 250| 490 402| 592 017 706 797 588 572 556 008
Other bilateral ODA to Policy marker biodiversity Main objective 61480 101231 99 098 83 258 70 709 83 155
biodiversity not included
aboves Policy marker biodiversity Significant objective 78735 65940 88216 213 222 141 189 117 461
Other multilateral ODAto | Policy marker biodiversity Main objective 2000 4000 7500 10538 10 860 6980
biodiversity not included
above’ Policy marker biodiversity Significant objective 22 825 53 097 93 224 101 879 118192 77 844
Total other ODA to
biodiversity 165 041 224 269| 288 038 408 896 340 950 285 439
Total ODA in support of
bhiodiversity 567 291 | 71467V1| 880056| 1115 693 929 523 841 447

*)Excluding chapter post 166.73 - climate and forest initiative
1) All bilateral ODA, including where agreement partners are governments/public, NGOs or private
2) ODA through multilateral organisations, does not include core support to such organizations

3) Includes DAC sectors 410.20, 410.30 and 410.40

4) DAC sector 410.10

5) Based on the Policy-marker bio-diversity, but excluding DAC sectors 410.10, 410.20, 410.30 and 410.40

11. The Norwegian Government’s International Climate and Forest Initiative

The International Climate and Forest Initiative’s budget for 2010 totaled 2 714 597 808 NOK (approximately 452 million USD). The aim of
the funding is to support reduction of emissions from deforestation and forest degradation in developing countries (REDD+). The funds support
efforts to improve conditions for the world’s biodiversity both directly and indirectly.

The objectives of the initiative are to:

1. Contribute to the inclusion of “REDD+" — reduction of greenhouse gas emissions from forests in developing countries — under the UN
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC).

2. To contribute to early actions for measurable emission reductions from deforestation and forest degradation.

3. To promote the conservation of primary forests, due to their particular importance as carbon stores, and for their biological diversity.

As an overarching goal, all these efforts should promote sustainable development and the reduction of poverty.

As tropical forests are among the most biodiversity 1ich ecosystems on the planet, and because carbon stocks and biodiversity often correlate in
these ecosystems, the 452 million USD budget (in 2010) of the Climate and Forest Initiative is the single most significant Norwegian contribution
for biodiversity conservation. However, as the initiative works on several levels, and with focus on the broad aspect of reducing emissions from
deforestation and degradation, it is hard to estimate how much of the total that benefits biodiversity.

Below is a list of examples demonstrating some of the ways the Norwegian Government’s International Climate and Forest Initiative contributes to
preserving biodiversity.

e The secretariat of CBD has received financing to explore relationships between REDD+ and biodiversity, develop indicators, newsletter etc.

e Norway is the largest donor to the UN-REDD Programme. One of the 6 work areas of the UN-REDD Program, led by UNEP, is ensuring
multiple benefits from REDD-.
The UN-REDD program has received support to develop tools for how biodiversity considerations can be integrated into national plans for
REDD-+, for workshops and reports on multiple benefits (and specifically on biodiversity benefits) from REDD+.

e Norway has also been one of the most outspoken supporters of a robust regime for both social and environmental safeguards, such as the
preservation of natural forests, in the discussions under the UNFCCC.
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e  Norway supports the UN-REDD program and the World Bank's Forest Carbon Partnership Facility (FCPF), where both environmental and
social 1ssues are important parts of national plans being developed, such as designing an information system for multiple benefits, other
impacts, governance, and safeguards

+ Biodiversity is emphasized in Norway's bilateral agreements with several countries in the tropics. Examples of this include:
o Guyana: In the Joint Concept Note (JCN) between Guyana and Norway, Guyana agrees to several biodiversity relevant elements
including, but not limited to, establishing a system for identifying priority areas for biodiversity within its forests, and to develop

policies for best practices to be used by concession holders etc.

o Brazil: Biodiversity is highlighted as a main goal of the Brazilian-Norwegian cooperation. For a project to be eligible for support from
the Amazon Fund, it must fall in one of seven categories — one of these is “Conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity”.

12. EEA Grants and Norway Grants

The EEA Grants and Norway Grants were established in connection with the historic enlargement of the European Union and European Economic
Area in 2004. Norway provides funding for social and economic development projects in Central and Southern Europe both through the EEA Grants
and the Norway Grants. Environment, including biodiversity, is one main topic in this system.

The grant system is split into 5 vear periods. For the period 2009-2014, the EEA Grants amounts to €1.79 billion. Norway contributes around 97% of
the total funding. 36% of total grants is allocated to environmental and climate change programmes. Programmes with biodiversity as a main
component is about € 70 million, about half of the environmental programmes (marine and inland water management, biodiversity, monitoring and
planning/control, reduction of hazardous substances). In addition, biodiversity relevant activities are covered by NGO-funds, research funds and
adaptation to climate change.



UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/INK
Pager7

EUROPEAN UNION AND MEMBER STATES, RECEIVED ON 6 JULY 2012

EU submission to the CBD notification 2012423 on Methodological
and Implementation Guidance for the 'Indicators for Monitoring the
Implementation of the Convention's Strategy for resources
Mobilization'.

6 July 2012

The submission for this Notification has a mixed format. The common EU chapeau contains the
EU views and general statements, followed by individual inputs from Member States.

1. INTRODUCTION

The EU and its Member States are committed to providing robust information on mobilisation of
resources within the EU to the extent that is pibés. We believe this is important information for all
Parties to provide to support the discussion on resource mobilisation in Hyderabad.

This submission addresses both contributions from the EU budget and from individual EU Member

States. Information othe national budgets of several Member States is included in annex. EU Member
{0FiSa KIFI®S GKSANI 26y AYOUSNYylf YSiKz2R2f23& FT2NJ IO
yearly average has not always been possible at national level, and treoreaeriods of years chosen

for reporting differ across countries depending on data availability. This makes it difficult to compile and
compare the data. As many details as possible are provided on each methodology for the sake of
transparency and to acaint for possible differences. These issues might be addressed through further

iterations of this process. The EU stresses that continued efforts will be made to further refine
FOO02dzyiAy3a YSUiK2RAXZ dzaAy3d GKS 3Idzidhgwotkdnte¥ GKS /.5
dziAtAaldAz2zy 2F h9/5n5!/ AYRAOFG2NAE YR wA2mYl N] SN

The Rio marker, including the marker on biodiversity, are qualitative and intended to help the
monitoring the aid targeting the objectives of the CBD. Given that the common guidelinie fo
methodology to account for the quantitative amounts for biodiversity support is are still to be
developed, the data provided might still be difficult to be compared. The development of
methodological guidance, in accordance with the invitation mathe OECD/DAC by paragraph 12 of
Decision X/3 of the CBD, would be needed in order to ensure solid and robust information on
biodiversityt NBf I § SR h5! @

vdzl t AG8 YR FdzZARSEAYSEa F2NI NBLR2NIAY3I 0A2RAGSNEAGE

2. EU BUDGET

This part of the submission focuses on resources within the EU budget. Identifying biodiversityrelated
expensesis only possibletoali;iR SEGSYyd Ay G(KS OdaNNByil FAYylFIyOAyS3d
figures provided below have therefore a low level of confidence. This should be seen as a first attempt

to apply the Preliminary Reporting Framework, to be improved in future exercisegEurbpean

/| 2YYA&daArzy Aa LXIFyyAy3d G2 RS@GSt2LJ I YSikK2R2ft23&
0dzZRISG owAmMNmMHAHNOY GKAOK gAff KSELI AYLINRGS SadAy
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